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The followiog Corrxspondskoe owes its origin to the insertion, in the 
WoBCKSTEB JovBMAT, of scTeral paragraphs, announcing that a con- 
siderable number of Catholics in the County of Cavan had renounced 
the Communion of the Church of Rome. 
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" I accept,*' he says, " his challenge, and call upon him to 
redeem his pledge." ''Let him define and state clearly hy 
which law he will stand or fall." " Let him show an honest 
face and weapons^ and he shall find me ready to join issue 
with him." I will, Sir, leave Mr. B. to take his own course. 
He may prove bis allegations from the Holy Scriptures, from 
Ancient and Modern Authors, from Popes, Councils, Living or 
Dead Witnesses, or from any source he may deem expedient. 
I now call upon Mr. Bentley to redeem his pledge. " L 
undertake," he says, "to prov^j to the satisfaction of your 
readers in general, that the Romi^ Church teaches not only 
one, but several fundamental and t^l errors." ''Let him," 
to use his own words, "show an honest face." "Let him 
choose his ground and his weapons, and he shall find me ready 
to join issue with him." 

I am. Sir, 
Your very obliged and obedient Servant, 
. B—e, Feb. 24th, 1827. W. L. 

[FaoM THE Journal of March S.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal. 

SIR, — W. L. has troubled you and your readers with another 
letter quite worthy of himself, and tihe cause he has volun* 
teered to advocate. It would not become me, as his opponent, 
to attach to himself and his letter, the epithets of which both 
are deserving. I shall first expose the one, and answer the 
Jesuitism of the other, and then cheerfully commit both to the 
impartial judgment of your readers. His first letter chal- 
lenged the Protestant world to point out a single error in 
Popery — ^he was then called upon to say by what rule error 
and truth shall be ascertained ; but his reply blinks the ques-^ 
tion, and declines the selection of any definite standard of 
religious truth. He proclaimed himself, without provocation^ 
ready to join issue with any of your readers, on the great 
questions between Protestants and Papists ; but his rejoinder 
to my first letter, proves him unworthy of any furthei: notice, 
either from you or myself. He shall not, however, escape 
thus. He called for controversy, and let him now digest it, 
and bear the consequences. Though 1 have no wish to occupy, 
your pages with theological disputation, deeming it but an 
ill-assorted article in a newspaper, yet, having gone so far, 
you will allow me the requisite space to expose, a little fur- 
ther, this boastful champion, who has had the effrontery to 
dare the conflict, without courage to take the field. 

He begins by saying, " 1 will pass by the major part of his 
letter." So indeed he has done, most completely. Tour 
readers will agree #ith him, that this was, m every sense. 



ther jourselfy I presume, nor any of jonr readers, can expect that 
what these persons at Cayan haye confessed to be errors, will 
be yiewed as such by W. L. He, of course, belieyes that they 
haye renounced TnUh^ and embraced Error. But then, his 
controyersy should be with them, and not with yon for haying 
merely stated the fact— or with your readers for being grati- 
fied with the intelligence. 

But it is obyious W. L. wishes to proyoke controyersy, and 
therefore he throws down the gauntlet against any of your 
readers who will yenture to point out to him a sh^U error in 
the Roman Church, and pledges himself, if this should be done, 
to a public recantation in the parish church of B , 

I accept his challenge, and call upon him to redeem his 
pledge. — By using the term Error, he compels me to demand 
first a definition. 1 must know on what authority I am to con- 
yict him. A things may be error by the Holy Scriptures, 
which is not so by the Books, or Popes, or Councils of his 
Church. Here again he must let me know whether he wiU be 
conyinced by those books which are moftnally admitted to be 
diyine, by Catholics and Protestants, or whether he means to 
support his errors by appeals to the Apocryphal writings* 
Let him choose his g^und and his weapons. But let him de- 
fine and state clearly by which law he will stand or fall. Let 
him show an honest face and weapons, and he shall find me 
ready to join issue with him. But your columns and my la- 
bour might be thrown away) unless we first come to an agree- 
ment upon the meaning of the word — since that is error by 
one authority, which is not so by another. Is the Church of 
Rome, or are the Canonical Scriptures, to be our final appeaL 
The Bible only is the Religion of Protestants. If he sa^ the 
Romish Church is the find judge of Truth and Error, I call 
upon him to proye her auth<Nrity — if he is willing to subject 
his Church's dogmas and practice to the test of those Scrip- 
tures mutually admitted to be of diyine authority, I undertake 
to proye, I do not say to his conyiction, . but to the satisfaction 
of your readers in general, that the Romish Church teaches 
not only one, but seyeral fundamental and fiital errors. 

I remain. Sir, 

Your Obedient Senrant, 

HORACE BENTLEY. 



[From t^ie JoifaNAL of March 1.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal. 

Sir, 

I AGAIN solicit your indulgence, for the insertion of this 
rejoinder to your correspondent Mr. Bentley. I will pass 
by the major part of his letter, and proceed to the question. 



** I accept,** he says, " his challenge, and call apon him to 
redeem his pledge." '^ Let him define and state clearly by 
which law he will stand or fall." ^* Let him show an honest 
face and weapons, and he shall find me ready to join issue 
with him." I will, Sir, leav.e Mr. B. to take his own course* 
He may prove bis allegations from the Holy Scriptures, from 
Ancient and Modern Authors, from Popes, Councils, Living or 
Dead Witnesses, or from any source he may deem expedient. 
I now call upon Mr. Bentley to redeem his pledge. *^ I 
undertake," he says, ''to prov^, to the satisfaction of your 
readers in general, that the Romi^ Church teaches not only 
one, but several fundamental and i^l errors." ''Let him," 
to use his own words, "show an honest face." "Let him 
choose his ground and his weapons, and he shall find me ready 
to join issu^ with him." 

I am. Sir, 
Your very obliged and obedient Servant, 
. B—e, Feb. 24th, 1827. W.L. 

[From the Journal of March S.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester JoumaL 

SIR, — ^W. L. has troubled you and your readers with another 
letter quite worthy of himself, and the cause he has volun- 
teered to advocate. It would not become me, as his opponent, 
to attach to himself and his letter, the epithets of which both 
are deserving. I shall first expose the one, and answer the 
Jesuitism of the other, and then cheerfully commit both to the 
impartial judgment of your readers. His first letter chal- 
lenged the Protestant world to point out a single error in 
Popery — ^he was then called upon to say by what rule error 
and truth shall be ascertained ; but his reply blinks the ques-^ 
tion, and declines the selection of any definite standard of 
religious truth. He proclaimed himself, without provocation, 
ready to join issue with any of your readers, on the great 
questions between Protestants and Papists ; but his rejoinder 
to my first letter, proves him unworthy of any further notice, 
either from you or myself. He shall not, however, escape 
thus. He called for controversy, and let him. now digest it, 
and bear the consequences. Though 1 have no wish to occupy 
your pages with theological disputation, deeming it but an 
ill-assorted article in a newspaper, yet, having gone so far, 
you will allow me the requisite space to expose, a little fur- 
ther, this boastful champion, who has h^d the effrontery to 
dare the conflict, without courage to take the field. 

He begins by saying, " 1 will pass by the major part of his 
letter." So indeed he has done, most completely. Tour 
readers will agree with him, that this was, m every sense. 
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wisest and best. It shows his dexterity, if not his bonoar; 
and illustrates the policy, if not the candour, by which he is 
actuated. Next, he says, *^ and (I will) proceed to the ques- 
tion.** This is a promise; Where is its performance? He 
has not proceeded to the question. The major part of my leU* 
ter was directed to what ought to be the preliminary step in 
every controversy, the ascertainment of some data, some rule, 
or final appeal, by which both parties agree to be bound. 
Such an agreement W. L. declines, and tl^en says, with a com- 
posure highly amusing, **and (I will) proceed to the ques- 
tion." Has he agreed to any test out of the proposals I sub- 
mitted ? Has he bound himself lo abide by my standard of 
Thith, or chosen another for himself? Has he defined on 
what ground he means to defend the alleged errors of Popery > 
Has he shown an honest face, and exhibited bis panoply as 
a man of honour, who scorns alike to conceal his weapon under 
his cloak, or to cover his deed by the darkness of the night ? 
Has he,' like an honest Catholic^ said, I believe as my Church 
believes: or has he, like an honest man, said, I try the Churches 
belief by the Bible f Or, has he, in any sense, met my proposal 
of defining explicitly, on whose decision he will allow the 
proof of error to be valid, and by what exclusive test the reli- 
gious opinions of Christians ought to be tried ? The validity 
of my impeachment of Popery, and the efficiency of his defence, 
are both inseparable from '* the law and the testimony.** I can 
prove nothing, and he can defend nothing, till we have both 
circumscribed our authorities, and invested some judge with 
the right of judgment. 

He says, indeed, ** I will" leave Mr. B. to take hi^ own 
course. He may prove his allegations from the Holy Scriptures^ 
from Ancient or Modem Authors, from Popes, Councils, Living 
or Dead Witnesses, or from any source he may deem expedient.'* 
A more complete evasion of &e very core of the controversy, 
was never penned by Jesuit. What if I bring proof of error 
in the Church of Rome, from any source or authority W. L. 
has named, does he bind himself Xq bew lo that authority ? 
Does he expect that I shaU allow him a similar license, and 
admit that he is to defend the errors of his Church, frvmr any 
source he may deem expedient f The terras, in fkot, are utterly 
ri^culons. 1 may prove the errors of Popery •^from any 
source / deem expedient.** What, then, aire all sources, 
*' Popes, Councils^ Ancient and Modern Authors, Living and 
Dead Witnesses,.** all of equal authority with the Holy Scrip- 
tures ? Are the Apocryphal Writings— -which never were ad- 
mitted by the Jews into the Old Testament Canon, nor by 
Christians into the New*— to be placed in t^e same rank > Are 
we to appeal equally to all tl^se authorities? I>oes W, L. 
know what he has written ?-— does he agree to be judged, as a 
Papist, by any authority / may deem expedient f He cannot 
be sane, or at least not serious. He does' but bttrlesque him-^ 



self and his cause. We miist have an infallible judge between 
as, whose toico both mnst ag^ree to obey. Bnt W. L. by tell- 
ing me to appeal to Authors Ancient or Modern^ or any source 
I may deem expedient^ does, in fact, decline the argument ; for 
the greater part of the proofs he allows me to use, he would 
pronounce destitute of authority. For instance, Matt, xxih, 
8, 9, 10, " Be not ye called ftabbt ; for one is yonr master, 
even Christ, and all ye are Brethren. And call no man your 
father upon earth : for one is your fatbet which is in heaven. 
Neither be ye called masters : for one is your master, even 
Christ." This authority against the office of Pope fPapa^ 
Fctthet) and against the antberity of Councils^ he would not 
admit ; because, possibly, he would aver, that his Church had 
authority to put upon it quite a difierent gloss. Agdin, it is 
impossible that he can believe in all aathorsy Anetei^ and Mo-» 
dern-— 05 infallible ; for they are replete with contradictions ; 
and yet he leaves me at liberty to take any of them for my 
Appeal. But neither does he believe in the infeUible decision 
of cdl councils ; for then he would hold both the negative and 
positive of every theological preposition that was ever broach- 
ed : neither can he allow ide to appeal to aii p9p€»— for there 
have been more than one at the same time, who have excom- 
municated each other, and, at different times, the Decrees of 
one have been annulled by those of another. — Should 1 deem it 
expedient to appeal to the decisions of the English Parliament^ 
or the Articles of the English Churchy or the Decrees of the 
Westminster Assembly o/jtHvineSf still he could not admit their 
authority, /or they all condemn Popery. But yet he says, 
" he may prove his allegations from any source he may deem 
expedient:" and what then? W. L. will decline to submit his 
opinions to any such sources of trial, and 1 shall have spent 
my strength on the air, or have assailed a man of straw. 
W. L. has said, ** let him (Horace Bentley) show an honest 
face," &c. He has done so — ^he has defined his appeal, and 
excluded all other, in the stenplest teims — "fAe Bible, the 
Bible onlvy is the Religion of Protestants J^ Now, W. L. face 
him — ^and show your honest face in return, and say, " a<jreed :" 
or say, "nay; Popes, Councils, and Fathers are above the 
Inspired Volume — and are my appeal." Say at once, "the 
Bible is not to be understood nor interpreted by common sense, 
and must be read only through the spectacles of the Church of 
Rome ;— trifA her resides a higher ability to maintain what is 
truth, and to express it for human instruction, than with the 
Spirit of truth himself-*or with Jesus Christ and his Apostles." 
This would be honest. One of these two things you must now do : 
or, like a true Jesuit, you may muffle up your face in your 
cloak, and retire, without having shewn your weapons to the* 
light, but not without having betrayed your intentions. Yon 
have boastfully said, " I ^efj any man to prove me in error, 
because 1 won't tell any man what error is.'^ W. L. m now 
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betwixt the horns of a dilemma; If he assumes my proposition, 
^Uhe Bible, and the Bible only, is the religion of — Catholic 
and Protestant," he condemns Popes, Images, Transub- 
stantiation, Purgatory, &c. And if he takes the opposite pro- 
position — Popes, Councils, Fathers, are the final interpreters 
of the Scripture — ^the authority aboTe Revelation, then he 
knows that 1 shall demand, and that he cannot produce, indtt- 
bitable and ample demonstration. Both horns of the dilemma, 
I know, are sharp ; but between them he cannot remain, and 
his position on either must be fatal. There, for the present, I 
leave him, with this recommendation — ^that whenever he again 
feels disposed to shew his skill in polemics, he should recollect 
that a little more caution, and a great deal more discrimination, 
than he has displayed in the present skirmish, will be requisite 
either to bring him ofif the field with honour, or to make a safe 
retreat. When he is disposed to come forward with a manly 
avowal of his infallible test of Truth and Error, he will find 
me still ready to meet him. I have left mine upon record in 
your columns, and, till he agrees to it, or controverts it, he 
surely deserves no further indulgence from the Editor of this 
Journal, and will receive no further notice from 

HORACE BENTLEY. 



[From the Journal of March 22.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Joumah 

Sir, 

YOUR respectable correspondent, H. Bentley, has most 
undoubtedly mistaken the question upon which the con- 
troversy, in your pages, commenced. It was not what consti- 
tutes the Religious Creed of Protestants or Catholics. No, Sir, 
the question was simple and plain ; and required no extraordi- 
nary erudition to comprehend it ; no difficult task for my learned 
friend to dissolve. He who can discover so many errors taught 
by the Catholic Church, " errors fundamental and fatal," cer- 
tainly cannot feel the least difficulty in pronouncing sentence 
upon a question plain and intelligible to the meanest capacity. 
Mr. B. says, *' By using the term error, he compels me to de- 
mand first a definition." This is not unlike asking the prisoner 
at the bar, to define, before he is tried, "what is crime?" 
The question for my respected friend to dissolve, is simply this, 
— Does the Catholic Church teach an erroneous doctrine ? or, 
in other words, — ^Do her dogmatical precepts deviate one iota 
from the Truth ? My learned friend says, they do ; and he 
further says, " I undertake to prove^ to the satisfaction of your 
readers in general, that the Romish Church teaches not only 
one, but several fundamental and fatal errors." This is the 
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point at issue between us ; prove this, and the controyersy is 
at an end ; and I will immediately redeem the pledge I have 
given, 

Mr. H, B.'s long letter to you, Sir, is any thing but an an- 
swer to the question ; it is written in a strain unbecoming the 
gentleman. What in the name of common sense, has Papist, 
Jesuit, Pope, or Devil to do with it ? He certainly is not ac- 
quainted with the general practice in our Coiurts of Justice, or 
he never would have required the accused to open the plead- 
ings, and to consent to a prejudication of the case. 

I have fairly and candidly left it to him, to prove his accusa- 
tions by what rule or means he pleases. Why so shy, Mr. B. ? 
could you wish or desire a more liberal antagonist than one who 
has left you to take your own course ? However, Sir, to shorten 
the controversy as much as possible, and not to encumber your 
pages with extraneous matter, I will, without hesitation, accede 
to H. B.'s own propositions. ** We must," he says, ^' have an 
Infallible judge between us, whose voice we must both agree to 
obey." ** W. L. has said, let him (Horace Bentley) show an 
honest face ; (I made use of his own words) he has done so— he 
has defined his appeal, and excluded all others in the simplest 
terms. The Bible, the Bible only, is the religion of Protestants.* * 
" Now, W. L. face him, and show your honest face and say, 
* agreed.' " Agreed ! — I agree to Mr. B«*s proposals, leaving 
him to prove from the Scriptures, or from any other source he 
may deem expedient, either in tJhie Heavens above, or on the 
Earth beneath. And I will abide the decision of the infallible 
umpire, leaving him to appoint whom he pleases ; I will object 
to no one— no, not to the Bible, fwr any thing else, 1 now call 
upon Mr. B. to redeem his pledge ; I have rearlessly accepted 
his own terms ; and to prevent a multitude of unnecessary 
words, I expect him to prove, and not call upon me to disfine, 
his unmeaning assertions. Do not run away, Mr. B. with the 
idea that W. L. will be frightened to meet you with the Bible 
in your hand,*— mistake me not, — 1 will condescend to give you 
every advantage you can possibly wish or desire. Let him, 
Sir, bring forward his proofs clearly and explicitly, and leave 
all extraneous subjects to those who have a bad cause to advo- 
cate, and who want matter for argunient, 

I am. Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 
W. L. 

B , 9th March, 1827. 
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[Fftaif THE JOVJRNAT.S OF Maach 29 & April 5.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal. • 

SIR, — ^\V', L. has pronounced the strain of my last letter to 
be unbecoming the Gentleman. Assertions of this kind 
are so common with disputants, when Ihey feel hard pressed, 
that they scarcely deserve hotice. What claim W. L, may have 
to be treated in a more gentlemanly manner, is better known to 
himself than to me. But I may be permitted to say, in defence, 
that I am not aware of any ungentlemanly expressions. That 
the strain of my argument was blunt and fearless, I conceive 
to be no dishonour. That it pains my adversary, is nothing to 
my discredit. 1 suppose, every school-boy, when he is whipped, 
thinks his master very nngentlemoHfy. However, I have no 
wish to defend Truth by any means inconsistent with good 
manners and Christian charity. Yet, he may rely upon it, I 
shall use the strongest arguments I can collect, and put on them 
the keenest edge of which I am capable. Against the Errors 
of his Church, 1 have drawn the sword, at his challenge, and 
thrown away the sheath. To prevent the possibility of his co- 
vering himself under this pretext, I will now beg of you to 
obliterate, or return to me for correction, whatever in this, and 
my future letters, you may detect as unbecoming the gentle- 
man. What you publi&ih, i shall consider as enjoying the 
respectable sanction of your imprimatur^ so far as this— that 
it contains nothing ungentlemanlt/. --^fiow fbr his argument. 
He will have it, that I have <* most undoubtedly misti^eB the 
question.'* '^t was not," he says, ** what constitutes the re- 
ligious creed of Protestant or Catholic.'' I never said it was. 
Well, what is it ? <^It is» does the Catholic Church teach an 
erroneous doctrine ?*' or ** do her dogmatical precepts deviate 
one iota from the Truth ?" On these points, 1 have affirmed 
diat his Church teaches many erroneous doctrines— he denies 
that she does. I call for a standard of Truth or Error* He 
refuses to agree to any certain infallible test. The question 
then, it seems, is not what does Popmy teach, but is her teach- 
ing erroneous. How my subtle friend contrived to distinguish 
these two propositions, is plain enough — but how he can ex- 
pect to settle the latter, without reference to the former, i must 
leave him to say. Whether he thinks Truth and Error can be 
distinguished on any question, unless the opposing parties 
agree to a standard of Truth, he has hitherto failed to state ; 
and 1 have said enough, in my last, to satisfy any candid reader, 
that this adjustment is a sine qud non. I have summed up all 
my confession of faith in the Holy Scriptures — by this rule 
alone I will impeach — but by this rule alone he has not said he 
will defend, his Church. He has now written three letters, and 
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used the ternuB Truth and Error a^ain and again— -but ahoays 
vaguely — and we have yet to draw from him an answer to the 
question — What is Truth, and where is Truth ? He has good 
reasons, doubtless, for this shuffling. It is a part of the sys^ 
tern. — His last brings us no nearer to a settled appeal. He 
trifles, vapours, and endeavours to confuse every thing. He 
thinks I mistake the question. Unfortunately for him, I am too 
well acquainted with it to allow him to escape from the dilemma 
in which he is now fixed. He thinks 1 am '* unacquainted with 
the practice in our Courts of Justice, otherwise I should not 
have required the accused to open the pleadings." Did I re- 
quire the accused to open the pleadings ? This is quite of a 
piece with all he has written. I required the accused to say, 
indeed, whether he will be judged by God's word, or his owii 
Church — and, in his replies, he very much resembles a fellow 
who, being arraigned for robbery, and asked the usual ques- 
tion, how he would be tried, &c. said, " not at all, my Lord." 
Happily for myself, if not for W. L. 1 know too well the prac- 
tice of Courts, to think of attempting any proof— or of occupy- 
ing the attention of any Court — ^without specifying a law tint 
has been violated. But W. L.'s allusion to the impeachment 
of a criminal does not hold good. In the first place, let it be 
remembered, he was not brought into Court by me, or any one 
else. He came into it, and voluntarily threw down a challenge. 
Is there, then, any thing unreasonable, uncandid, or ungentle- 
manly — ^any thing ^^shy" or *^ unmeaning," in first demanding of 
him, by what law, or mode of trial, he will stand or fall— by what 
test his Truth or Error shall be defended or opposed ? He says, 
with a composiure which some may mistake for simplicity, but 
which betrays the unsoundness of his cause, and his own in- 
competence to maintain it — " I have fairly and candidly left it 
to him to prove h^s accusations by what rule or means he 
pleases." But can any controversy be settled by the rule or 
means that pleases one only of the parties > or was it ever 
known that a religious controversy was settled, till the disput- 
ing parties agreed to a common standard of Tnith and Error ? 
Is Truth a thing of so easy attainment, and Ertor of so easy 
detection, that the authority of every volume may decide the 
question ? Surely, Mr. Editor, W. L. is most obtuse in his 
intellects, and cannot see— or most pertinacious in his mis- 
takes, and will not. He boasts of his candour and fairness^ 
and talks alarmingly of his condescension. Where are the 
former ? As to the latter, is he a Bishop, an Archbishop, or 
a Clergyman of high dignity ? he should have told us so, and 
then we might have known how to appreciate his ** condescend 
noti*" Not being vet informed upon these points, I am not 
prepared to honour his " condescension," and shall still treat 
him as my anonymous opponent. 

The latter part of W. L.'s letter is the most extraordinary 
piece of composition which the eye has seen for many a day. 

B 
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Alter again leaying roe quite at large as to authority — ^he-says, 
'^ I will abide the decision of the infallible umpire, leaving him 
to appoint whom he pleases." This is absurd enough, id%er i 
had selected the Bible, and that only, and required him to 
agree, to restrict his defence to the same test. But what fol- 
lows is still more unintelligible— -he is willing to admit any 
umpire, in Heaven, or Earth, as infaUihle — any judge as final 
— " 1 will object to no one — ^no, not to the Bible, nor amy thing 
eheJ** The exquisite absurdity of this cannot be matched in 
the history of this most voluminous of all controversies. If he 
will object to nothing, and will bow to any umpire as infallible, 
then we may cut the matter short, and take hun at his wonL— - 
The Laws and Constitution of Great Britain have condemned 
the errors of Popery, by abolishing them. The xixdi article of 
^e English Protestant Church says, **The Church of Rome 
hath erred, not only in their living ^nd manner of ceremonies^ 
but also in matters of faith." W. L. has bound himself not to 
object to this authority. What more has he to say > Will his 
Papistical brethren o^r him their thanks for suspending the 
validity of their system upon this authority ? With what face 
can he retire from this fidd, after having said *^ bring forward 
your proofo dearly and explicitly— I will object to no one fau^ 
thorityJ'''^Of not to the Bible, nor any thing elseP* Really, 
Mr. EdUtor, I am weary of exposing this unmeaning and unin- 
telligible atufl^ and might now fairly take my leave of W. L. 
for I have produced an Umpire that condemns the Errors of 
PoperjT-^and W^ L. has said he will object to no authority that 
I choose to bring forward— we may therefore expect to hear no 
Biore from him. This authority decider the question of Error— 
and till W. L. eats his words, and objects to this authority, he 
can have no more to say. 

But I cannot conclude my letter here, for, though this is an 
argumenWm ad Aomin^m, and a redntctio ad absurdumy it is no 
argument to any other person than W. L. His letter is an- 
swered, but my proofs of Errors in the Popish System have not 
yet been submitted. To these I now address myselC 

In the first place, the Church of Rome is on enemy to the 
Holy Scripture^^bj prohibiting its circulation and general 
reacting ; by corrupting and mutilating the Sacred Text ; by 
declaring it insufficient to guide men to salvation ; and by a»« 
suming to itself an authority above Scripture. 

1. The Church of Rome prohibits the circulation and gmieral 
reading of the Holy Scripture. Proof'-^ee the &th General 
Rnle of in the Indices Expurgatorii >— '* Since experience hath 
tanght that, through the rashness, ignorance, or mahoe of 
men, more harm than good has arisen from the use of the Sacred 
Books in the vulgar tongues, therefore all Bibles m any such 
languages are forbidden^ together with every part thereof^ 
whether printed or in manuscript."—" Cum eiqperientia docuerit 
ex permissione Sacrorum Bibhonun Lingud Yulgari^ plus iadot 
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ob hominum temerifatem, ignorantiam, aut malitiam, detrimenti 
qiiam Qtilitatis oriri, Perhibentur Biblia Lingua Vnlgari extan- 
tia, cum omnibos earum partibus, impressis aut manuscHptis.*' 

Another Popish authoiitj says, **It is heretical to affiim 
that the Holy Scriptures ought to be translated into the Vulgar 
tongues."-—** Hereticum est affirmare Sacras Scripturas neces- 
8ari6 in lingoas Yulgares converti debere." — Sanders de ViM* 
Monarch^ lib, 7. 

To come nearer still to Popery in our own times, Leo XII. 
calls the transUutim of the Scriptures into the Vulgar tongues, 
" the perversion of the Bible into the vemacukr languages of 
all nations ;" and adds — ** From this fact f vernacular transla^ 
Hans J there is ground to fear, lest, as in some instances already 
known, so likewise in the rest, tlurough a perrerse interpreta- 
tion, there be framed out of Uie gospel of Christ, a gospel of 
man, or, what is worse, a gospel of the devil.'* 

I am aware that W. L. will say, the Church does not pro- 
hibit the use of the Vulgar Latin, and of several translations 
from that-*-but let us look a littte into this matter. The Church 
has no standard text, no true basis, for any translation, and 
has taken the surest means to corrupt all translations* It has 
rejected the Hebrew Canon of the Old, and the Greek of the 
New, Testament, fCan. Tridents Sess* 4. J and substituted what 
is denominated St. Jerome's Latin. But St. Jerome made two 
translations, and confesses that the first was corrupt^ and that 
in his second he corrected many errors that were in his first. 
—Now, which of these two translations does the Church of 
Rome Canonize ? If Bellarmine is any authority upon the 
point-^the corrupt one. He says : ** Though Jerome did se6 
some things fit to be changed, and afterwards did alter them— - 
yet the Church adjudged the first to be true, and chose rather 
to keep that for the Vulgar Edition."— -^Be/farm. De Verba 
Deiy I, 2. c. 9.^— This was a voluntary choice of error I ! 

Another most famous Popish author says that ** many errors 
were corrected by Jerome in the old translation : and likewite 
there are found in our new editions, mantf falsifications, sole^ 
cismSf barbarisms f and manv things amiss ; some things changed, 
others quite omitted, and the like,**'^Sixtus Senensis BibL L 8. 

Yet this is the standard of the Popish Church, for the sake 
of which all other Versions, made directly from the original-^ 
all ancient manuscripts, are to be laid aside,-— and all this be- 
cause the Church of Rome still chooses to adhere to a very 
inaccurate and corrupt translation, which the author himself 
pronounced so, and which owed its existence at first to those 
very originals from which the more modem and more correct 
translations into the vernacular languages have been made.*-^ 
If then the basis of all such Versions as they have published, 
be corrupt, the translations are likely to be doubly so« There- 
fore no Roman Catholic can be said to possess a trne standard 
of faith, or an accurate representation in his own tongue, of the 
words which the Holy Ghost teaches. 
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2. The Church of Rome has corrnpted and mutilated the 
Word of God. Proof: — hy mixing up with it the writ- 
ings of fallible men, contrary to the general testimony of 
the early Fathers, that the Apocrypha is no part of J?e- 
velationy and in defiance of the clearest demonstration of its 
falsehood and absurdity. The English Roman Catholic ver- 
sion, called the Rhemish, contains numerous corruptions and 
perrersions of Scripture. Take, for instance, Rom. xi. 5* 
The true version of the original is given in our common 
Bibles, — the Rhemish is, " And if by grace : not now of 
workes. Otherwise grace now is not grace." The latter 
half of the verse is totally omitted : — " But if it be of works 
then is it no more of grctce; otherwise work is no more workJ** 
1 Cor. XV. 57, the Apostle says, "We shall not all sleep." 
The Catholic English says, " We shall all indeed rise again." 
The Apostle says, " We shall all he changed.** The Catholics 
contradict him, and say, "We shall not all be changed." 
Heb. xi. 21, the Apostle says, Jacob " worshipped leaning on 
the top of his. staff;" or, literally, without the word leaning — 
** worshipped upon the top of his staff." The Catholic version 
is contrary both to the original and to the sense which the Fa- 
thers, their favourite authorities, have put upon it. For St. 
Austin says, " By faith he worshipped God, when through age 
and sickness, he was scarce able to stand, but was forced to 
rely or lean upon a staff." The Catholic version appears pur- 
posly rendered to countenance the use of images — "Adored 
THE TOPPE OF HIS RODDE." In Luke xi. 2, they have 
mutilated the Lord's Prayer, omitting the words and clauses 
following, which are all contained in the original : — " Our** 
before Father; ** which art in heaven** — "My will be done in 
earth as it is heaven** — " but deliver us from evil.** — ^They have 
mutilated the ten Commandments, The second forbids image- 
worship, and it was therefore entirely omitted in the manuals 
of the Romish Church, prior to the Reformation, The tenth 
Commandment was divided into two, in order to keep the num- 
ber complete. The second Commandment, for an obvious 
reason, was left out of the Office for the Virgin Mary, printed 
at Salamanca, by order of Pope Pius Y. in 1588, and in the 
English Office at Antwerp, 1658. At length, however, by 
dint of controversy, they were constrained to insert the second 
Commandment in the Douay Catechism, printed at London, 
1811. But it appears as part of the Jirst, and with the word 
adore for bow down — a most artful alteration. But to this 
day, in Ireland, the second Commandment is obliterated from 
the Decalogue, in the most popular Catechism used among the 
Irish Catholics. See Butler's Catechism, Dublin, 1811. I 
could multiply such proofs of the unjustifiable attempts of Ro- 
man Catholics to corrupt the Holy Scriptures, but I wish to 
complete in this letter the proof of all the items contained in my 
first prc^sition, and therefore proceed : 
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3. I have said they declare the Holy Scripture insuffidient 
to guide men to salyation. Proof: — Hope Leo XII. says, in 
his Circular of 1824, " We exhort you, yenerable brethren, 
diligently to occupy yourselves by every possible method, to 
remove your flocks from these deadly and destructive 
PASTURES. (The Holy Scriptures ! J Reprove, entreat, be 
instant in season and out of season, in all patience and doctrine, 
that the faithful under your charge, conforming themselves ex- 
actly to the rules of our Congregation of the Indexy may be 
assuredly persuaded, if the Holy Bible, translated 
INTO the YuLOAR Tongue, be generally permitted, 

WITHOUT discrimination, MORE DETRIMENT THAN UTI- 
LITY will arise from such a practice ^ in consequence of men's 
rashness." Bellarmine (cap, 3, 4,) declares that the Scrip- 
tures contain not all things necessary to be known concerning 
faith and manners; and that 'they are not sufficient without 
tradition. Melchior Canus says there are many things belong- 
ing to the faith of Christians, which are neither manifestly nor 
obscurely contained in the Sacred Scriptures. The Council of 
Trent (Sess, 4, Decret, de Can, Scrip,) ssiys that Tradition, 
unwritten, is a part of the rule of Faith, and to be received 
with the same pious affection amd reverence that is due to Scrips 
ture^ and that whosoever does not so receive it^ is accursed, A 
similar curse is denounced against all who do not receive the 
Apocrypha as holy and canonical (Cone, Trid, Sess, 4.) But 
the Apocrypha has been canonized by Rome in defiance of the 
testimony of the Fathers — ^that it is not inspired. What is this 
but an open debasing of Sacred Scripture, and a violation of 
the positive prohibitions of God.^ — Deut. iv. 2, ** Ye shall 
not add unto the word which I command you." Prov. xxx. 
5, 6, " Every word of God is pure— -Add thou not unto his 
word, lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a liar." Of 
such undoubted falsehoods against God*s most holy word, the 
Church of Rome now stands convicted. Let her advocate 
prove the Apocrypha inspired, or let him prepare his recanta- 
tion. The Council of Trent decrees in these words — *^ that no 
person shall dare to interpret it (Scripture) in matters re- 
lating to faith and manners, to any sense contrary to that which 
the Church has held, and does still hold, or contrary to the 
unanimous consent of the Fathers." — (C(mc, Trid, Sess, 4, 
Decret, de Edit. Sf usu Sac, lAh,) And the beauty of this 
sapient decree is, that the Fathers themselves are far from 
unanimous upon the principles of faith and practice; Councils 
are not unanimous ; Popes are not unanimous ; so that if Scrip- 
ture must not be interpreted contrary to the unanimous con- 
sent of the Fathers, it can never be interpreted at all. 

4. I said, they degrade Scripture, by instituting over it a 
AttiiMift authority. They make the Church the infcUlibk inter- 
preter of Scripture— and then they identify the Church with 



18 

the iPope— so that they make the Pope, who is always tk fallible, 
often a most vicious and immond^ man, tibe final authority to 
whose dictates Scripture^ Common Sense, and Morality itself 
must bow. Proof: — Chregortf de VaJencia says fTheoU DisjnUm 
Tom. 3 Disp. I J ^* By the Church we must understand the 
bishop of Rome — In whom resides the full authority of the 
Church, when he pleases to determine matters of faith, whether 
he do it with a council or without.*' Thomas Aquinas f^ q. 1» 
Art. 10 J maintains that ** the whole Authority of the Church 
resides in the Pope." Andradius, in his Defence of the Coun- 
cil of Trent, says (L %J "All power to interpret Scripture, and 
reveal the hidden Mysteries of our Religion, is given from 
heaven to the Popes and their Councils.'/ Grqffus says he 
may do it without any council. Bellarmine fde Christ, lib. 2, 
cap. 28,^ says, "The Pope himself without any Council may 
decree matters of Faith." Another ^Al. Pek^us de planctu 
EccU Lib. l,y declares that " We are bound to stand to the 
Pope's judgment alone, rather than to the judgment of all the 
world besides." All which is more than confirmed by the Canon 
Law. Pope John XX 11., in the sixth Extr. in the Gloss, has 
this ever memorable sentence— -which the Protestant reader is 
requested to note — " It were heresy to think or imagine thai our 
Lord God the Pope might not decree as he does.** /// Upon 
the unwarrantable ascription to the Popes, and their bold as- 
sumption, of such titles and attributes as belong to God, I shall 
enlarge hereafter. In perfect conformity witi^-the sentiment 
just quoted, is the high authority of Bellarmine, who affirms 
that the Catholic Church teaches, — ^that if the Pope should 
make virtue evil, and vice good, the Church is 
BOUND TO believe IT ! His words are "Fides Catholica 
docet omnem virtutem esse bonam, omne vitinm esse malum : 
Si autem Papa erraret praecipiendo vitia, vel prohibendo vir- 
tutes, teneretur Ecclesia credere vitia esse bona, et virtutes 
malas, nisi vellet contra conscientiam peccare.** (Bell. DeRom» 
Pont. L.4t, c. h.) What will W. L. say to this error ? Butler's 
catechism, now taught to the Irish, has this question and an- 
swer : — " Q. Can the Church Err in what she teaches ? A« 
No : she cannot Err in matters of faith." Yet she has Erred 
in times past, and does Err still--«if the Scriptures of truth, and 
common sense are any authority-— or if she is any authority 
against herself. Take, for instance, the following list of most 
gross perversions of Holy Scripture applied to Mary, the mo<- 
tiier of our Lord, to whom Inspiration has not given amy one 
of the titles here set forth* — " Prayers to the Virgin Mary, 
from the Litany of Loretto, in the Book of Common Prayer 
for the Church of Rome."— London, 1812. " We fly to thy 
patronage, O holy Mother of God ; despise not our petitions in 
our necessities, but deliver us from all danger, O ever glorious 
and blessed Virgin." 
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Holy Mary I/uIk i. 28/ 

Holy Mother of God i.32. 

Holy Virpn of virgins < • i. 97. 

Mother of Christ ii.ll. 

Mother of divine gnce • . .John i. 14. 

Mother most pure ...Isa, vii. 14. 

Mother most chaste Luke i. 34. 

Mother andefiled. i. 35. 

Mother ontouched i. 38. 

Mothermost amiable i. 48. 

Mother most admirable ii. 51. 

Mother of oar Creator John i. 14. 

Mother of our Redeemer Luko ii. 33. 

Virgin most prudent 

Virgin most renowned 

Virgin most powerful « 

Virgin most merciful. . • 

Virgin most faithful... 

Mirror of Justice Cant. iv. 7> 

Seat of Wisdom .....Prot;. ix. 1. 

Cause of our Joy .Luke ii. 10. 

Spiritual Vessel .jicU ix. 15. 

Vessel of Honour ,Rom. ix. 91 

Vessel of Singular Devotion 9 Tim. ii. 94. 

Mystical Rose Ecclus. xxiv. 18. 

Tower of David ..Cant. iv. 4. 

Tower of Ivory ; vii . 4. 

House of Gold • .1 Kings vi. 91. 

Ark of the Covenant , Josh, iii. 3. 

Gate of Heaven Psalm Ixxviii. 93. 

Morning Star. ..» 

Health of the Weak Gen. iii . 15. 

Refuse of Sinners , John li. 3. 

Comfort of the Afflicted Luke 1. 41. 

Help of Christians.. • John ii. 5. 

Queen of Angels PttUm xlv. 11. 

Queen of Patriarchs. • 

Queen of Prophets. 

Queen of Apostles 

Queen of Martyrs 

Queen of Confessors 

Queen of Virgins ...Cant, vi. 8. 

Queen of all Saints 

The Scriptures annexed appear to be intended as authorities for 
the titles ; but how will tine reader be disappointed on. looking^ 
into any Bible— Hebrew, Greek, Latin, or English, to find 
that not one of these names is employed in Scripture, and that 
not more than one of them f Mother of Christ J can be said to 
have any foundation in the words of Holy Writ. Many of them 
appear to me blasphemous ascriptions of titles and properties to 
a creature, which revelation restricts to God, or the Son of 
God, and which can belong only to the ever-blessed Deity ! ! 
The address at the commencement of the list is wholly unau- 
thorised—it is the paying of that homage to a sinful crenture, 
and addressing those petitions to a mere woman — ^that ought 
to be addressed only to God ! There is no authority in Scrip- 
ture for such an act of worship. We defy all the Catholics in 
the world to shew us any ascription of such honour, any such 
prayer to Mary, in the Holy Scriptures, or by any of the^r^^ 
Christians. The whole appears to us a tissue of blasphemy, 
idolairy^ and absurdity. Not only is it destitute of all Scrip- 
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tural basis, but it is taught in the very teeth of Scripture-^ 
" thou shall worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou 
serve." — Matt. iv. 10. "Neither is there salvation in any 
other : for there is none other name under heaven given among' 
men, whereby we must be saved." — Acts iv. 12. It cannot be 
fairly alleged that this prayer is only to request Mary to pray 
for us — for it begins by asking deliverance at her hands. It 
presupposes in her an incommunicable attribute of deity ^ omitt- 
presence, and in fact deifies her, though a creature, by en^ 
couraging all men of their Church every where to pray to the 
Virgin Mary. Where is the promise in the Sacred Scripture 
that SHE should be with Christ's disciples every where to the 
end of the world ? The same supposition of omnipresence is 
made in the case of all the Saints and Martyrs to whom Ro- 
man Catholics every where pray. God *is " the hearer and 
answerer of prayer." But the Bible no where tells us that 
Mary, or Peter, or Paul, is endowed with the Divine property 
of hearing the prayers of Christians, in all places, at all times. 
The Apostles never enjoined their converts to pray to Mary, 
nor to any created being. But God says, " look unto me and 
be ye saved — for 1 am God, and there is none else" Isa. xlv. 
22. Yet this Catholic Church says ; from the Virgin Mary, 
*' The sinner receiveth pardon, the righteous grace, die Angels 
joy, and the whole Trinity Glory." ! ! ! So says not the Holy 
Scripture. Therefore this Church is in Palpable Erro r. I 
have now shown, from documents of highest authority, my first 
proposition ; that the Church of Rome is an enemy to the Holy 
Scriptures, and that she sets up a contrary and opposing au- 
thority. 

I could have brought forward innumerable other proofs, but 
your pages demand brevity. In my next I shall proceed to ex- 
amine and expose their doctrine of the Popedom ; and in the 
mean time, I remain, Sir, obediently your's, 

HORACE BENTLEY. 



[From the Journal of April 12.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal, 

Sir, 

CONTROVERSY, if conducted with discretion and sin- 
cerity, is, in a moral point of view, highly more bene- 
ficial to society than the topic which occupies the attention of 
men in general ; but, if pursued in the true spirit of Christi- 
anity, infinitely more so. Men in general have an aversion 
to discussion ; they blend and confound argument with unso- 
ciability, censoriousness and ill will — nothing can be more 
ridiculous. They are ignorant that our blessed Saviour is the 
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model of all Qontrovertists. He, at the age of twelve years, is 
in the Temple, disputing with the Doctors, hearing and asking 
questions. St. Peter, St. Paul, and the other Apostles, were 
daily in the S3magogue, disputing with the Scribes and Phari- 
sees ; St. Stephen was stoned to death, \?iiile holding a contro- 
versy with the Jews ; in fact, Divines and Philsosophers are, 
by profession, controvertists. Discussion, in these days, is 
alike distasteful to the Christian and the Politician, — to the 
Catholic and the Protestant. Interest, self interest, is the 
spring which gives animation to our conversation ; prejudice 
and passion unite to keep us a divided people ; manly, frank, 
and open discussion is almost discarded ; Ttuth^ the only ob- 
ject worth our notice, disregarded. If you, Sir, could but 
prevail upon your esteemed correspondent, Mr. Bentley, to 
exercise a little more philosophy, he would not so hastily con- 
demn effects, without first ascertaining the cause ; he would en- 
deavour more accurately to distinguish between appearances 
and reality ; he would not then have to ask his opponent, " What 
i« Truth, where is Truth ?'* She is easily found by those who 
seek her. But I must forbear pursuing this track, and direct 
my attention to his arguments* He seems determined not to 
meet the question in a .fair, open, manly manner ; and I am 
equally determined not to be drawn aside by any subterfuge of 
his. Hi| remarks upon an unguarded word are truly laugh- 
able. I will just remind my friend, Mr* B. that no gentleman 
ever demeans himself by descending to the low, vidgar, and 
Billingsgate practice of calling his opponent by nicknames,— 
Papist, Papistical, Popery, Romanist, &c. are names applied 
by the enemies of Catholics ; they are neither known nor ac- 
knowledged by them. He says, 1 '* threw down the gauntlet ;'* 
that is not correct : I asked you, what those Errors are which 
the Catholics, in Ireland, are renouncing? — and I pledged 
myself, that if you, or any of your readers, would point out 
and prove to me that the Catholic Church teaches one erroneous 
doctrine, 1 would renounce her communion. This was the only 
gauntlet I threw down — ^this was, and is still, the simple ques- 
tion. My learned friend, Mr. B. has undertaken to prove it, 
perhaps with more zeal Uian prudence. He says, ** I under- 
take to prove, to the satisfaction of your readers in general, 
that the Romish Church teaches not only one, but several fun- 
damental and fatal errors." Prove this, Mr. B. and do not 
shuffle and cut from one thing to another. Face your antagonist 
boldly and fearlessly : prove yourself a valiant soldier : put on 
the whole armour of God, — ^and take the helmet of Salvation ; 
put on the breast-plate of Justice ; and above all things have 
your loins girt about with Truth, Fight the battle of the Lord 
courageously : prove 3rour8elf a true disciple of him, whose 
laws you have undertaken to defend: never lay down your 
arms until victory is declared. — I have complied with his re- 
quest in every instance ; I have left him to substatiate his case 
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from the Bible, or any other source,—- notwithstanding, he has 
the modesty to say, ** I call for a standard of Truth or Error/' 
** He refuses to agree to any certain infallible test**' The fact 
is, that I have ^ready, and I now again repeat, I will leave 
it to the Bible, which he calls the standard of Truth. And so 
do 1 believe it an in&Uible Truth. And 1 do assure you, Mr* 
Editor, that I would be one of the last to throw any obstacles 
in his way. If the tenets of the Catholic Church a[re erroneous, 
there is no man living could be more anxious than myself to 
have them discovered. God is Truth — and if the Catholic 
Chnrch, or any other Church, teaches doctrines not consonant 
with that grand and fundamental principle, it cannot, by pos- 
sibility, be the true Church of Christ. 

To follow Mr. B. through the whole of his very long epistle, 
would be tedious to you and myselfl I must request of him to 
read my last letter again, and I think that he will discover that 
his wishes have been anticipated, and that I have agreed to all 
a reasonable man could desire. He asks, ** Is he a Bishop, 
Archbishop, or Clergyman of high dignity ? Not being in- 
formed upon these points, I shall treat him as my anonymous 
correspondent." I am anxious to inform him that I have not 
the honour of being one or the other ; nor can I possibly con- 
ceive it has any thing to do with the question. When he feels 
himself inclined to affix his name, you have already ^y autho- 
rity to subscribe my signature in full. 

.Now for Mr. Bentley's proofs : — ** The laws and constitution 
of Great Britain have ' condemned the Errors of Popery, by 
abolishing them." What a convincing proof/ — "Thexixm 
Article of the English Protestant Churdi says, the Church of 
Rome hath erred, not only in their living and manner of cere- 
monies, but also in matters of faith." An incomprehensttle 
proof/ — ** W. L. has bound himself not to object to this autho- 
rity." Conditionally^ my dear friend. <^ What more has he 
to say ? Will his Papistical brethren thank him, &c." Would 
it not, Mr. B. have read quite as well, will his Catholic hre*' 
thren thank him f I have said, I will submit to this or any 
other authority,— which was, and is, expressly upon this con- 
dition,-— that it be an infaUlihle authority ^ or decided by an m« 
fallible judge^ Mr. B. are you prepared to pronounce the laws 
and constitution of Great Britain an infallible judge ? Are yoa 
prepared to prove this ? If you are, bring forward yourproofs ; 
when yoi^ have done that, your point will be gained. Talk not 
of ^* W. L. eating his words." His (Mr. B.'s) own words are, 
*^ We must have an in£sdlible judge between us, whose voice 
we must both obey." Now, Mr. B. what more have you to say ; 
are you prepared to prove the authority you have adduced, to 
be an infallible judge ? — ^I think I hear him exclaim, " No, no, 
the Bible, the Bible 4;nly, is the religion of Protestante. 
And the Bible only is my infallible judge." This, Mr. B. is the 
answer I expected. And have not I, most expressively and 



23 

unequivocallj, ^(notwithstanding all j^our shuffling and garbling 
of as jylain language as could possibly be used,) said, I will 
abide the decision of any infallible judge you may choose to 
appoint, not excepting the Bible. If the Bible is to be our 
umpire, I must claim fiie privilege of asking the Bible, by what 
authority it claims the right of being an infallible judge in 
controversy. And you will likewise permit me to ask any 
other questions, or use 'the Bible, in any way I may see expe- 
dient. You will undoubtedly claim the same privilege, and I 
readily grant it. 

Mr. Bentley^s other proofs. — '* His, W« L«'8 letter is an- 
swered." Answered indeed^ by whom? nai by H* B. nor lu 
Wn *^ But my proofs of errors in the Popish system, have not 
yet been submitted." ^* To these I now address myself." ** In 
the first place, the Church of Rome is an enemy to the Holy 
Scriptures." Are vousertous^ Mr. B»f Prudence, I think, 
would have sti^gesled a pauses before such a sweeping accusaiiou. 
" By prohibiting its circulation and general reading." Are 
you ctfftatfi, Mr. B. f if not ^ prudence again says, pause, omd 
be certain, before you ajirm» " By corrupting and mutilating 
the sacred text" Suppose I were to stop, and ask my respected 
friend, from whom he received the uncorrupted and unmuti^ 
lated sacred text, would it not be a puzzling question ? ** By 
declaring it insufficient to guide men to salvation." Suppose 
I were to ask him from whom he received his information ; 
would the answer 6e, from a Catholic Priest ? Yes, I conjeC" 
ture it would ; and from whom do you think f from no less a 
personage thin the Rev. Joseph Blanco White, M.A. B.D. in 
the University of Seville ; Licentiate of Divinity in the Uni' 
versity of Osuna ; formerly Chaplain Magistral (Preacher J 
to the King of Spain, in the Royal Chapel of Seville; Fellow, 
and once Rector, of the College of St. Mary aJesu, of the same 
town : Synodal Examiner of the Diocese of Cadiz ; Member 
of the Koyal Academy of Belles Lettres, of Seville; now a 
Clergyman of the Church of England. ** And by assuming to 
itself an authority above the Scriptures." tie tliat is first 
in his own cause seemeth just; but his neighbour cometh and 
searcheth him. (Prov.) These charges. Sir, are of a serious 
nature ; to prove them, falls within the province of Mr. Bentley, 
^nd of coarse I shall not acknowledge them, nor deny them, 
until he brings forward bis proofs. And if they should, con- 
trary to ray expectation, turn out to be conclusive, all will be 
well ; the point at issue will be determined ; but if not, the 
umpire must decide between us. These charges include all in 
substance he has stated upon this subject. Let him prove 
these, and I will not controvert the rest. I will just remind 
Mr. JB. that neither St. Jerome, Leo XIL with the famous Po- 
pish author, are the Church. It may be true, or it may not, 
that St. Jerome mistranslated the Scriptures. St. Jerome, 
acknowledged by Protestants to be one of the most learned 
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Fathers of the Church, might, for all I know, he an ignora- 
naa, if compared with Mr. fientley. Bellarmine and Leo XIL 
equally ignorant as St. Jerome. These are points foreign to 
the question. The question H. B. has undertaken to prove, has 
been repeatedly stated, namely, **That the Catholic Church 
teaches error; and that the doctrines taught by her are 
erroneous." 

1 had written so far, when I received your paper of this day, 
with the subsequent part of Mr. B.'s very long Epistle ; and as 
you wish me to be as concise as possible, I shall take but little 
notice of it. I have read it over with an unprejudiced nun^ 
endeavouring to trace out a shade of proof, for the numberless 
accusations made, but without effect; there is nothing like 
proof aimed at. I cannot help extracting a few of his asser- 
tions. Ist— -*' St. Thomas Aquinas maintains that the whole 
authority of the Church resides in the Pope." I very much 
doubt the truth of this reference ; however, it remains for Mr. 
B. to prove the fact, which I leave him to do. 2nd. — ** The 
Pope himself, without any Council, may decree matters of 
Faith." ** We are bound to stand to the Pope's judgment 
alone, rather than to the judgment of all the world besides." 
To say the assertions are false, would perhaps be thought an 
insult, but to demand proofs cannot. 3rd. — " It were heresy 
to think or imagine that our Lord God the Pope might not de- 
cree as he does." This, I perceive, is to be explained in a 
future letter, perhaps proved, but I question it. 4th. — On 
the authority of Bellarmine, he says, ** That if the Pope should 
make virtue evil, and vice good, the Church is bound to believe 
it." Monstrously absurd! nothing but proofs wanting, to 
make it damnable and impiously absurd. 5th. ''Yet this Ca- 
tholic Church says, from the Virgin Mary the sinner receiveth 
pardon ; the righteous, grace ; the angels, joy ; and the whole 
Trinity, glory." Readly, Mr. Bentley, had you been edu- 
cated at the Court of the Great Mogul, you might have known 
more of the Catholic Religion than you appear to me to know. 
This assertion stands over for proof. I have asked the Bible, 
(the Bible printed at Oxford, by his Majesty's command,) and 
it tells me a different story to what it tells you ; ask it a second 
time, perhaps yon may have misunderstood it. Here i must 
leave Mr. Bentley, hoping shortly to hear from him again. 
You must be aware, MTr. Editor, that it requires more to refute 
an accusation, than it does to assert it. In my next rejoinder, 
I promise you to be more concise. Hoping that you will ex- 
. cuse the long reply, 

I remain. Sir, very respectfully. 

Your most obedient Servant^ 

B— — e, Aprils, 1827. W.L. 
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[From the Journal of April 19.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal, 
Sir, 

IT has now, I think, become abundantly evident that W, L. 
was never designed, either by Providence or the Pope, 
to be « A Defender of the Faith." His last letter fearfully, 
bnt instructively, illustrates the tendency of Catholic principles 
to infidelity. Popery is bnt a quicksand which conceals a dark 
and deep abyss. I foresaw that he could not remain at the 
position he had chosen. And now he has retreated, and re- 
treated, till at last he has made common cause with the deist, 
and talks of questioning the authority of the Bible. This is a 
desperate plunge indeed. First, he would allow me to draw 
proofs from any authority I pleased, pledging himself that he 
would not object. I thought he did not understand the meaning 
of the word authority ^ and wished to convince him so, before 
he committed himself. But he would not be convinced. So 1 
took him at his word, and quoted some authorities^ not con- 
temptible, certainly, but yet far from infallible. Then he turns 
sharp round upon me, and says, I bound myself conditionally. 
No, indeed, W. L. you made no condition. But let that pass. 
Well, I take him next to the Holv Scriptures, his infallible 
judge^ and I impeach his Church of ascribing divine attributes 
to dead saints, and various other errors, and 1 set my witnesses 
before him, such as his .own prayer-book, &c. ; but here he 
turns in another direction, and exclaims, — " but I shall cUdm 
the privilege of asking the Bible by what authority it 
claims the right of being an infallible judge in controversy,^* 
So that now, he will not even admit this authority. The very 
Bible must prove its authority — after he had said he believed it 
to be infallible. His contradictions are multiplying at 
every step, and now his errors have encompassed him about on 
every side. Thus, at length, it appears, I am reasoning with 
a Deist! instead of a Catholic. His words are — ** 1 claim 
the privilege of asking the Bible by what authority it claims the 
right of being an infallible judge in controversy,^*-^ 
Then he thinks I should be puzzled to say whence 1 had re- 
ceived the uncorrupted text. 1 can assure him that, so far as 
his Church is concerned, the obligation would not burden, nor 
his shrewd puzzle perplex me. I could enter at large upon both 
these subjects, and would willingly undertake to defend the 
authority of Holy Scripture ; but my reasoning hitherto has 
only had the effect of driving him nrom bad to worse, and I 
fear if I were to substantiate this point, he would then go 
a step further back, and claim the privilege of debating the 
authority and being of the God of the Bible. 1 should be 
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pained indeed, to see him turn atheist, and would rather leaTe 
him where he now is. He modestly thinks, however, he is 
qualified to give me a few improving lessons in " philoissophj," 
through yon, as the medium. Really, Mr. Editor, I should be 
happy to increase my store of that valuable article, and the 
medium certainly would recommend it ; but the samples my 
worthy friend has exhibited of this commodity, have spread 
considerable doubts of its genuineness. Many have thought 
him prodigal of his little stock. At all events, he will take it 
kind in me both to recommend the reservation of it in future 
for home consumption, and to forewarn him, that he will find 
full use for all he possesses, before I have done with him« 

Then he thinks / might have learnt more of the Roman Ca^^ 
tholic Religion if I had been educated at the Court of the Great 
Mogul, This is one of the most interesting hints he lias yet 
given us. And now I recollect, this was the school where the 
Abb^ Dubois resided so long and so comfortably. From W. 
L.'s zealous reeoimnendation, we may fairly infer it is the 
place where himself and other English Catholics have finished 
their education. If so, they certainly do their Alma Mater 
great credit. The Court of the Great Mogul, and the Court 
oi Rome, have long been suspected of too great an intimacy, 
and now it comes out. This makes good what I remember to 
have heard, when a boy, tiiat the Great Mogul and the Pope 
were first cousins. I did not understand it then, but now, by 
W. L.'s *^ i^ilosophy," it is clear enough. I ain much ob- 
liged to him for the recommendaticm he gives me to his Mogul 
Majesty. I have no doubt I should find it a school second only 
to Rome itself ; but as die atmosphere might prove rather too 
gross for a Protestant Constitution, I shall not avail myself of 
his hint till my present resources fail me. My worthy corres- 
pondent need not wish me a closer insight into Rome, since it 
appears I have already made many discoveries which have both 
alarmed and shocked him, but which he has neither the ability 
to refute, nor the efirontery to deny. 

Then he carps at my diction, and calls it Billingsgate, and 
all, forsooth, because I refuse to concede to his church the 
point in dispute— that she is Catholic* I refuse her the name^ 
because I deny the fact it implies. I denominate his church 
Popery and Papisticai, and himself a Papist^ with no inten- 
tion to revile either, but because they are intelligible denomi- 
nations derived legitimatdiy from its Papa^ or human infallible 
Head, Surely there is no scurrility in giving it a title de« 
rived from its highest dignitary, the man who claims to him* 
self the character, and who is owned by all the Church, as 
ChrisVs Vicar and God^s Image. He has no more right to 
require that I should concede the Catholicity of his Church, 
than its infallibility 9 both, like the acuteness pf his philosophy, 
are in question ; and he may yet find it as bard to make good 
the Church's claim to Catholicity, as his own to philosophy. 
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Hiis is all very well ; but— My Letter ! — My Arguments ! — 
My PROOFS, W.L.I I wish you had been thinking of these^ 
when you were looking out for a finishing school to s^hd me to 
** at the Court of the Great Mogul." 

One of my arguments, indeed, he answers- by asking me 
whence I learnt it; and then sagely conjectures I had been 
acting the plagiarist on Mr. Blanco White, the reformed Ca« 
tholic Priest. But why did he not reply to the argument, 
without filling ten or twelve lines with Mr. White's tides ? No 
matter whence the argument came ; answer it fearlessly. Horace 
Bentley wrote it, without ever having seen Mr. White's book ; 
and certainly now he feels no disposition to retort upon W. L% 
by inquiring into the genealogy of his proofs : their pedigree 
would add nothing to their fame, and H. B. would scorn to 
reproach them with their humble parentage. But W. L. met 
^nargumenfwith 9, conjecture : now that conjecture is dissipated, 
like a mist from a mountain's brow ; the argument stands, I 
need not say nnshaken, — that it would have been had the con* 
jecture been as happy as it was unfortunate,-— but unobscured 
and palpable. Then he endeavours to parry some of my thrusts 
by blustering assertions and stingless irony. He has hinted, 
indeed, in terms smooth and oily, but in a manner he would call 
ungentlemanly in me, that my quotations are dishonest. The 
man who, in any controversy, insinuates such a charge, without 
an attempt at proof, is entitled to universal contempt, and should 
be excluded the lists of honourable controversy. My citations 
may be false ! As he evidently knew that many of them were 
true, and as to the rest, knew nothing about them, he might 
just as well have written *^ and they may be true.** This part 
of his letter, therefore, will behest read, like Hebrew, back- 
wards. With his ignorance we have no concern, except to 
pity his exposure of it, and regret that it should have wasted 
so much of our time. 

I think I might here justly dismiss him. But he has shel- 
tered his wretched cause behind another sandy defence, from 
which I must briefly' dislodge him, before I proceed. After 1 
had piled upon him learned authorities, ancient and modern^ 
and the very highest of which his Church boasts ; he retorts 
upon me — ** Aye, but these are not the Church.** As this is a 
fiftir ^cimen of the lubicrous dialectics of his party, and of 
Mr. Charles Butler at their head, I shall attempt to dispose of 
it, before I proceed further. In the first place, how are we to 
know the Church's meaning, but through its most approved and 
standard writers ; its honoured, and canonized, and authorised 
agents ? Where shall we seek its opinions, but in its decrees, 
its canon laws, its bulls, its books of devotion, its Bible, its 
expurgated index f Pray W. L. tell us then what is the Church, 
and where may its whole creed be learnt ? Who is its Supreme 
teacher, and where is the line of fallibility and infiillibility ? 
I s it still a terra incognita f The Catholic Church is infallible. 
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but Its Bishops have always been at logpgerfaeadd upon the uht 
—its seat It cannot be the infaUibilitj of St. Peter, for that 
was proved in an instant, to the apprehension of the merest 
clown, by miracle. The question is at this day as far advanced 
as ever from beingc settled among them. Bossnet taxed his 
eloquence and. his genius long and fruitlessly to decide it. His 
opinions never were popular at Rome. But who can tell us 
what, and how much, the Church of Aome believes ? The wit- 
nesses contradict each other. But who aught to know best ; 
some obscure W. L. who confesses that he is not even an eccle- 
siastic, therefore, no aiUhority; or the learned Cardtnah^ 
Popes y Bishops^ Councils^ and Saints^ whose words 1 cited in 
my last letter, as their own expositions of the doctrine of their 
Church? W. L.'s. assertions, and doubts, and conjectures, 
and *' are you sures," and all the rest of his babble, are not 
worth a straw in this controversy. The only way to know what 
the Church of Rome believes and teaches, is that which 1 have 
adopted — of consulting its own Bible, its own Council of Trent, 
its Cardinals and Popes, down to his Holiness the Xilth Leo. 
W. L. or any other English Papist, may object and refuse 
these, but he does so only on the ground of the right of private 
judgment, and for the assertion of which, in some Popish 
countries at this day, his Church would find him a lodging in 
the prisons of the " Holy Inquisition.'* If the authorities I 
have quoted are not the Church, then what fals6 and incompe- 
tent guides are such Councils, Popes, and Cardinals proved, 
who have said Ecclesia Docet — ^** the Church teaches," when 
such an unpretending laic as W. L. knows better than all of 
them, and can most uncourteously give them the lie, and say 
the Church teaches no such thing. Is this a dutifol son of the 
in&llible Church ? Doubtless we must allow him to be in the 
secret of his own faith ; perhaps he aspires to be the Ahitho- 
phel of his Holy Mother ; his letter at least suggests strong 
suspicions of his ambitious projects, but if so, M we can say 
is, that it will require neither miracle nor prayer to turn his 
wisdom into foolishness. Really, Mr. Editor, what with Scrip- 
ture on the one hand, and his own Church on the other, your 
correspondent has now so often been in the situation of 
Paul's ship, when it ** fell into the place where two seas met," 
that I must act by him as the sailors did by the ship, leave 
him to his fate ; for he is aground past all recovery, nothing 
can possibly get him off. He must go to pieces before he can 
say a single " Ave Maria !" He pledged himself to a recan- 
tation upon the proof of error ; the proof has been heaped upon 
him to an overflow — ^but I would not recommend the inhabitants 
of B to expect to nteet him at the parish Church next 

Sunday morning; for he made an ignorant and rash vow, 
which Popish casuists will teach him there is no necessity to 
^ keep ; and for which, in case of being worsted, he possibly 
contrived to antedate the absolution of his conscience, if not of 
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hid priest. However^ though ke shouM not recant his religion, 
he may repent of the Cacoethes ScrUfendi ; as I bear aenne of 
his brethren have regrvlted his presosiption, and are about 
giving him a gentle bint» Bat with these private mattors I 
«kHi*t wish to interfere. Perhaps the discipline I have be«* 
stowed npen biniy maj ceiwiiiee him that, whenever his fingers 
agaitt'itch to thrash the Protestants, there are oKhedr things he 
may thrash, to belter effect, and with less risk of bjeang paid 
Ml A«r ettfn csm. As I hsrve no wish to protract the oontroyeray, 
and W. L. has not attempted an argument against my last, i 
hope, Mr. Editor, I may now consider myself entitled to> pro- 
ceed with my letters weekly>^ withont paying him any farther 
respect. He has placed himsdf completely ^ hors de comkiU" 
and I shall wish to advance,, without forther interruption, to 
cevnplote what I proposed^ which I think may be done in two 
or three more letters. 

Now FOR THE Popedom.-*! shall first display the opinions 
of eminent Catholic writers upon this extraordinary assumption 
of authority ; and then show that the office and pretensions of 
the Pope, have no foundation either in Scripture, history, or 
reason^ The Lateran Council, addressing Po^ Julius II. in 
an oration delivered by their spokesman. Maroelfais, says^ 
<* Take care that we hse not that mlmdfim^ that life and hreaih^ 
which thtm hast given us. For thou art shepherd, thou art phyf 
mcton, thou art governor, thou art husbandman, ikon JifUUl^ 

art ANOTHBML GOD ON EARTH,** ** AhTER DAUB Wf ItfTrtA.'' 

fConeiL Edit. Bir. Colon. Agrvp. 1618.) Dr.. Stapletov calls 
his holiness ^* the Supreme Deity upon Earth.*^ ^^Pitmeque 
Suprem in Terns NumiausJ* f Staple. Op. Lutet. Paris, 
16i20.) This work wa» approved by the ** Licenaers^of Booka^'* 
and authorised to be printed for the edification of the Church, 
^*' as containing: nothing contraiy to faitb and morality.'' I 
fiHinerly referred to' an Extravt^ant of PopeJohnXXlLin the 
gloas upon which it is said to be heresy not to believe that our 
Lord God the Pope could not sa ordain as be hath ordained. 
The words are ^^Credeve auten Domiuvk De»m Noarnuit 
Pap AM conditorem dietee decretalis et istius sic non potuisse 
statnepe, prout statuit, heireticum censeretur." fLib^YLDecret* 
Bom/i VIII. Constit. Clem, et Extranmg.) But, these are not 
the Church f Very welL The. Pope is its head> and has au* 
thonty over the whole body. Pope* Nicholas assumed the very 
title «f God, and argued from it that no man ought to judge 
him. His words are these :— *< It is effident that the Pont^\ 
whom it is eerkdn that pious Prince Conetantine called Ood, 
eanstot be at all bound or loosed by the secular power. [Here 
is a little bit of their politics.] And it is maniJSsst that God 
tmmot be judged by men / / " fDecret. Par^ 1. fiistinct. 06, 
Cap« 7. Edit. Lugd. 1661.) Further instances of the same 
blMphemy may be found in the following authors. Muretus, 
Oras. 5^ Vol. 1, p. 54, Edit. Ingolstad. lb. p. 70, and 124. 

D 
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Paul. Emil* De Reh. Frmn. Lib. 7.— Papists Vill say the 
Church is not answerable for the follies of indiyiduals. But this 
will not suffice to extricate them. For the Church pretends to 
inftillibility, and this in&Uibility is said to inhere in the Pope, 
or in a general Council. But the Council of Trent committed 
to the Pope the authority of examining all books, and the 
Church, that is the Council with the Pope or without the Pope, 
BO matter, for I have them both ways, has made itself amena«> 
ble for the Books the Pope licenses, and none of these absurdi- 
ties are yet rescinded either by Pop«, Cotmct/, or Church, 
The book published by order of Pope Gregory XIII* 'entitled 
Corpus Juris Canonieif contains Nicholas's logic, that *^ the 
Pope cannot be judged by man because he is God." The 
Oration of Marcellus was spoken at the head of the Lateran 
Council, to Pope Julius II. heard by them, assented to by them, 
received by his Holiness as theirs, and therefore, according 
to the doctrine of the infallibility of Councils, the appellation 
of God OH Earth is a dogitia of their Church. — I am no stranger 
to the controversies which have agitated this infallibie Church 
respecting the seat of its infallibility. It cannot be disputed 
that the general opinion has been, and perhaps is still, among 
Continental Catholics, that its residence is in the Pope ; but as 
I am writing for the conviction of English Catholics, I will meet 
them upon their own ground. They maintain that the Pope is 
notinfidlibleper^^, but witii his general council. Well! we 
will take the Pope simply as what they affirm him to be — ^the 
Visible Head of Christ's Universal Church-— the true legitimate 
Successor of St. Peter.— -The foundation and superstructure of 
the Papacy is composed, by its wisest and most tenqperate 
master-builders, of these three stages :-*First and foremost, 
the supremacy of Peter among the Apostles.— 2nd, the Epis- 
copacy or Primacy of Peter over the Church of Rome.— ^rdly, 
the undisputed unbroken succession from him down to his ex- 
isting Holiness. These are the three grand links that hang or 
dissolve together. If they were of genuine materials, tiien 
there would be some hope of success, but if we show that any 
oneof them is weak, the whole fabric totters. I shall be able 
to prove to every reasonable man that not one of these proposi- 
tions is valid. The supremacy of Peter over his brethren is 
the foundation-plot Matt xvi. 18, 19, ^* Thou art Peter, and 
upon this rock will I build my Church," &c. ** And I will give 
thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven," &c. There, they say, 
is the supremacy of Peter as plain as the sun in the firmament 
Let us try it. Is it clear that by the words **upon this rock,'* 
is meant Peter? Bellarmine maintains the affirmative,— the 
whole Church of Rome, I believe, maintains the affirmative; 
I deny it, upon these obvious grounds. St Peter never exer- 
cised any suy^remacy over the other Apostles. He could not do 
£0,— for Christ had said, «< Be not ye called Rabbi," &c* 
** Can no man Father (literally Pope, Papa/ lipon Earth.'^ 
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** the Pritices of the Gentiles exercise lordship over them, bat 

IT SBALL NOT BB SO AMONG YOU/' "^^^^ ^^ disputed who 

should be chief; but Christ silenced their disputation at once» 
by prohibiting all such notions of superiority. The meaning of 
Christ is plain, when he said ** on tiiis rock ;" it was Peter's 
confession of the Divine Nature of Jesus Christ— -** Thou art 
the Christ, the Son of the living God." Against the false 
gloss of the Church of Rome, I oppose the positive prohibition 
of any such supremacy, by Jesus Christ I could cite the opi- 
nion of jSt Augustine, the Council of Basil, St. Ambrose, St. 
Origen, and others.— *names of which the Church, of Rome is 
dishonestly proud — ^fbr they are not hers. The earliest fathers 
say that the '* rock" was the confession of Peter's faith. I 
would give the words of all these authorities, but W. L. might 
again doubt them, and I must be brief. The supremacy of 
Peter would be a contradiction to Christ's commands of equa- 
lity, and Peter never assumed, and the other Apostles never 
conceded to him, one iota of superiority* St. Paul withstood and 
blamed him, and claimed equality with him and all the Apos- 
tles, when he said, <M am not a whit behind the very chief of 
the Apostles ;" his errors and infirmities were greater than 
those of all the others, and he was never admitted by the first 
Christians, or any of the Gentile Churches spoken of in Scrip- 
ture, to have been exalted above his brethren. What, then, 
becomes of Peter's Supremacy ? To be sure it is a bad case 
for Rome ; but the worthy Apostle certainly would not regret 
to have it remitted to those ** muddy and strawy ages," whence 
it first emanated.— 2. To make good the authority of the Pope- 
dom, the Church maintains that Peter was Bishop of Rome, 
and that the line of true Bishops has been continued there ever 
since. The first assertion is false. Petet was Bishop of no 
particular Church. He was the Apostle of the Circumcision, 
as Paul was of th^ Gentiles. In his Apostleship he could have 
no successor, for the office required an eye-witness to the re- 
surrection of Christ.— (Acts i. 21, 22.) But where does the 
Scripture say he ever even went to Rome, much less that he 
was Bishop of that Church ? Had he been Bishop of Rome, it 
could have g^ven him no right to lord it over the whole Church, 
as the Pope of Rome does. But we stand to the fact, that 
Peter never wcu Bishop of Rome ; we challenge our adversa^ 
ries to the proof. The utter silence of the Scripture upon this 
point, explodes their second master-principle. The Papacy 
has no foundation in our infallible authority, and no other 
authority can give it strength. — 3. They claim regular undis- 
puted succession for their Popes from Peter. This is as ^ross 
a piece of delusion as all the rest. In the first place, could any 
man be a legitimate successor who denied Peter's faith, and 
poUuted the holy cause, for which he suffered ? A succession 
of Holinesses ! ! Yes, there was John XXII, who denied the 
immortality of the soul, John XXIII, Gregory XII, Benedict 
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Xni^ M P^pet «f Mur, aad aflcMUeivd fay the C^Fwal of 
OwfiBPf. Bat what beeoaKS of Ike deriTcd aHiioritj dmct 
6w Peter, h Imm after all, « Cammai cats of Ike ori^:uBl 
eeanoB, aad appoints a aew one? Thea tkeie was Pipe 
geiDitBy vkam tlie Comdl of Basfl eoBvicled of hereaT aad 
tkea MarerilnnBy who ^aaifieed to idols ; tkea Pi|Me 
who ii^r*"*^ an Aran; then Aaastasias, who warn 
icated; Silreater, tkatsacriiced tefkel>eva; 
wko obtained tkePopedoM by p e ij i uj f ; Bonfiwe, 
md laiprisoBed kis piedecessor, and Iken placked 
ontfais eyes. The p ieac nt race of Popes laTO reeetred tkeir 
ckair tnm C^mmeils^ and not fimn tkeir piedeeeaaon. To 
make Ike efauat ralidy sapposi ng die ckain pcsfert, eadi 
cesaordionld be cfcown by kisptedniMii. Bnt if «e 
rigkU J in fonnud , Ike C^idinals, an infierior order, and an 
Older never knovn in St. Peter's tine, elect or create Ike Pope. 
SotkatlkeveisnoteTenaaenibbnee of red socceanon, or of 
Apostolic anthorito^, abont Ike wkole line of Sovereign Ponlift. 
In skorty nnqnestionable kistorj proves tins race of apostofie 
SDcceaaors to kave been broken scores oftia w i s - t o kave fie- 
qnentty esDRsted, wkcn ft was k^ i^ of atkfists> blas- 
l^ieuiei'S, nnrdeiers, and Ike very aconi of knnian natare» 
And, indeed, kad it been as wortky of Peter, as it kas proved 
Ike reverse— 4liere is a diaan or two at Ike beginning-, tkat 
■nkes Ike wkole Iking bx in its joints, and laae in its iset. 
Somebody ntost have preceded St. Peter at Risne, fcr Ikers 
was a Cfavrck tbere kn^ before Ike tioK wken even Ronnudsls 
all^e he went tkitlier. St. Paul dwelt there several years, and 
cer^unly it appears from the letter of Scriptore, that this was 
winle Peter continoed to reaide at Jemsaleak Then St. P^ 
was hr more likely to have been Bishop of Rsme than Peter. 
Bat, lor anrasement sake, soppose St. Peter was Kakop of 
Rome, and tkat ke actually ordaoned a snecessor, and that mat-* 
cessor another, and so on, neidier of which facts can be proved 
Iran Scriptnre, and from the date of his ^iscopate, let na 
hear kow these wise master-baflders of the papacy woald pro* 
eeod. PlaTtno, for inatance, the Biogr^her of the Popedom, 
says that St Peter consecrated Cfesinitf, and conmionded him 
to the chair and the Church of God, Us verhU, in these very 
words, (how he came to know all this is one of Rome's secrets,) 
** Eamdem Ego,** &c. ^ The same power of binding and loos^ 
ing which Christ left me, I deliver to thee/* &c. But insimd 
of Clement sncceeding Peter, as he ooght to have done, and to 
have ruled James and John, and othor Apostles who snrvived 
Peter, it is alleged that Clement was set aside for twenty years, 
and two nsnrpers. Linns andClotns, intervened between him 
and the Holy Apostle. The eariy writers contradict one ano* 
ther opon this grave qaestion. Tertnllian, Optatas, and Ire* 
nseos all difler upon the point, whether Peter had a legitimate 
snecessor, and who he was. But had there been a snccowion 
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intended by Jeras Christ, mtely it would have been a siic«bs- 
sion to die uneormpted doctrine, ike holy usefui liyeB> of the 
Apostles. But who could recognise one feature of the fishermen 
of GalUee, in the greater part of the vile herd which degraded 
the Civetta Yecchia, even below the heathen times of its Nero 
and its Domitian ?*--4 think I have now not merely shewn the 
infirmity of each of the famous steps by which the Pope mounled 
into his chair, but I have proved that the whole is uttei'ly des-* 
titute of that only authority which cpuld give it strengths I 
have only to add my fervent prayer, and beg every man ihat 
wishes well to his species, and the cause of Christianity^ to 
join me in it— ^at the Popedom may one day dmo/ve, and ieaoe 
n9i a wreck behind, 

I am. Sir, Your's, 

HORACE BENTLEY* 



[From the Journal of April 26^] 



To the Editor of the Worcester JoumaL 

Sir, 

THE^RE is no error of the Romish Church more revolting 
to enlightened reason, or more o^N>sed to the wbole 
tenor of Revelation, than its doctrine of Image, and Relic- 
worship. But before i proceed to e:(amine and expose it, let me 
just advert to the ^t^ on which it stands. It is acknowledged 
by most Catholic writers of any candour, that the Holy Scrips 
ture does not comnumd or teach Image^worship, But the 
Chwrek has a right to enforce it as an article of faith and prac- 
tice, beicause the Church is infallible* It is said, the con- 
currence of the whole Church in this doctrine is a sufficient 
authority, apart from any revealed command. Now, in the 
first place, we can prove that the worship of images and relics 
did not eatist even in the earliest periods .pf the Romish Church 
kself^ and that it was resolutely opposed by several early 
Councils, and forbidden hy that very infallible Church which, 
in more recent times, solemnly decreed its establishment. In 
the next place, we wish to know what reasonable ground there 
is to think that the judgment of the Council of Trent in this 
matter is an iitfallible judgment ? Ai|d yet if that judgment 
eaanot be shewn to be infaHible, and Image-worsh^ can be 
proved to be antiscriptural, every poor Catbrtdie is proved an 
sdoAirer, and must take his lot as such in the portion the Scrip- 
ture assigns to the whole class, without any exception in favour 
of Chriaiiam or Heathen. As to the infallibility of Rtme*s 
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judgment, if may be observed in the general, that though Ca- 
thotics adinit that each of the parties concurring in this jndg* 
ment is fallible, yet the whole is to be pronounced infallible. 
This is a very startling proposition in philosophy — that the 
whole has a property which neither belongs to either of the 
parts taken separately, nor is made up of that which each part 
contributes. Each member of this Church contributes only a 
fallible judgment, but yet, when they are all well shaken to- 
gether, out comes an indefectible judgment. W. L.'s ** phi- 
losophy*' can, perhaps, explain this point. A solitary judg- 
ment of Pope or Bishop may be fallible, but the multiplication 
of such judgments precludes fallibility. The Clergy apart, 
the Cardinals apart, and the Pope apart, are all liable to error, 
but when they come together, then their decision is of equal 
authority and certainty with Scripture. I have always es- 
teemed it indisputable that fallible men out of company are 
fallible men in company; and that such men considered as 
units, or as thousands, are still the same, and can offer no ra- 
tional, and certainly no Scriptural guarantee to the faith of 
their disciples. y 

But though this Church has decreed, and for centuries prac- 
tised, the worship of images and relics, the lawfulness and 
obligation of such worship is not thereby established. Either 
the whole Romish Church is in error, or the Bible execrates, 
as an abomination to God, acts which ought to be deemed 
highly devotional. Rome or Revelation must be in error. 
They are diametrically opposed, and cannot be reconciled. 
The Oracles of Delphos and those of Zion were never so sharply 
opposed as the Oraclefe( of the Triple Crown and the Oracles of 
the True Jerusalem. Every degree, every species, every sha- 
dow of religious worship offered to ** anif likeness of any thtng** 
that is, or is not, is smitten by the Trumpet of Sinai with an 
exterminating blast. There are no nice distinctions admitted 
of tfue or fcdse images ; no exceptions granted in favour of 
any inferior kind of worship ; no discriminations between 
transitive and terminating adoration, with which Popish Casu- 
ists have excused the guilt of their idolatry. Every kind of 
idols, and every species of images, and every sort of religious 
homage paid to any but the Divine Being, is involved in a 
censure of most sweeping and unmeasured condemnation. It 
is cast down under a weight of wrath, from which no artifices 
of human or of infernal wisdom can ever lift it up. ** Thou 
shalt not make unto thee any graven image, or any likeness of 
any thinf^ that is in heaven above, or thai is in the earth beneath, 
or that is in the water under the earth : Thou shalt not bow 
down thyself to them nor serve them, for I the Lord thy God 
am a jealous God,*' Sfc. — Exodus xx. 4, 5. Though this 
commandment stands with a devouring edge, more forbidding 
and fearful than the taming sword of the Paradisaic Cherubim, 
yet the Church of Rome says, ** It I9 lawful to represent 
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God and the Holy TrmUy hy images ; and that the images of 
Christ and the Saints are to be duly honouilsd^ VBNEtUTKD^ 
and WORSHIPPED ; and that in this veneration and worships 
those are venerated which are represented by them^\ — fConcil, 
Trid. Sess. 7b.—Catech. Part. III. ch. 2. J The Church of 
Rome teaches its deluded people to make images of things that 
arej and things that are not^ of Divine, human, angelic, 
and inanimate nature; and to bow down their persons 
before them, to adore them, to pray to them, and to expect sal- 
vation from the stock of a tree I It commands its votaries to 
worship, as possessed of divine attributes, images, men-formed, 
and men-devised representations of beings, as strictly finite 
and sinful as the worshippers, by which they are as blindly 
and awfully led astray, as were the idolatrous nations of Canaan, 
who defiled themselves and became **an abomination" to the 
Infinite Jehovah of the Scriptures. Papists make and worship 
images of the Father, who has said, " Take ye therefore good 
heed unto yourselves ; for ye saw no manner of similitude on 
the day that the Lord spake unto you in Horeb out of the midst 
of the fire: Lest ye corrupt yourselves, and make you a graven 
image, the similitude of any figure, the likeness of male or 
female," &c.— 'Deut. iv. 15, 16, 17. Yet in defiance of these 
precepts, they make and worship images of God the Father, 
the Son, and the Holy Ghost ; they bow down to the image of 
a female ; they worship and pray to the representation of a 
new-bom infant, of countless Saints, and Martyrs, and Angels ; 
they pay divine honours to the work of their own hands, to 
images of gold, silver and wood ; agaitist which the wrath of 
God is denounced in terms sufiBciently appalling to overawe the 
hearts of rebellious Jews, and for ever to cleanse their worship 
from idolatry, but not sufficiently appalling to deter, from this 
unhallowed work, the daring spirits of Romish Popes and 
Councils. With their adoration of the Virgin and other idols, 
your readers may be inifficiently familiar, and the facts may 
require no detail ; but the following statement may be new to 
those who are unacquainted with the language in which the 
Romish Priest mutters his prayers. On Good Friday, the fol- 
lowing ceremony takes places, which is expressly called " The 
Adoration of the Cross." ** After prayers, the Pnest 
puts off his vestment, and taking from the Altar the Cross, 
covered with a veil, he goes to the comer of the Epistle, where 
he uncovers the top of it, and shews it to the people, singing 
the Antiphonj * Behold the wood of the Cross.* (Which is 
itself a direct fiilsehood !) Then the Deacon and Sub-deacon 
join with him in singing the rest, * On which the scdvation of 
the world hung,'* and the choir, prostrate on the ground, an« 
swer, * Come, let us adore.'^ From thence the Priest proceeds 
to the side of the Epistle, where he uncovers the right arm of 
the Cross, saying a second time, * Behold the ww^f as be- 
A>re." After one or two more such movements, and when the 
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tdiole Cross is TinMe, the clwir siii|^ ''* We adore tkff Crots^ 
O l^rd^* 8fc» After tiiis is sm^ the feUaving^ hymu 
O fiiiddid Cross, O noblest tree. 
In aD oar woods tiiere is none like dMse ; 
No earthlj groTes, no shady bowers. 
Produce sach leaves, such fmit, snch flowers. 
Sweet are the nails and sweet the wood. 
Which bore a weight so sweet, so good. 
Similar stanzas, containing eqvallj absurd addresses to a 
piece of wood, are sereral times song. 

In the lorn of prayer lor the 3d of May, the FestiTal of the 
Invention^ or finding of the Holy Cross, besides the hynaa 
above quoted, the following prayers are otfered np. '*0 cross, 
more ^endid than all the stars : celebrated in the world; mmeh 
beloyed by men ; more holy than all, who alone wert wordiy to 
bear the taient of the world ; save this congregation here pre. 
sent, and assembled this day to thy praise : hallelnjah \ Faith- 
M cross, thou akme art noble among aU trees ; let that 
holy trinmph (the finding of the cross) be health to the si^ 
the wood of life, the reniMBdy against death."-^** We- adore thy 
cross, O Lord, and call to mind thy glorioas passion.*^ — Ser- 
vice for Sept. 14. (The Adoration of the Holy Cross.) ^ O 
venerahie Cross, who hast brought sahatum to the miserahk^ 
with what praises shall we extol thee because tlum hast prepared 
fir us heavenly /t/^."— *' O victory of the Cross and admira^ 
ble sign, make us to triumph m the Court of Urav^n."*— *^ O 
blessed Cross, who alone wert worthy to bear the King of 
Heaven and the X«ord.''-— Was the cross then worthy to bear 
Christ ? Yet, the hanging on the cross the Scviptnre deno- 
minates an accursed deadi. It ia the common docteine of this 
Chnrcfa, and I snpposo will not be disputed, that the relics of 
Christ are to have the same worship as Christ himselCi. Thomas 
Aqninas teaches that all things which came in contabot with Clnist 
are to be worshipped with the ^oaiir worship as Christ himsdtf ! f 
Of coarse among these ^e lips of Judas. The words of Aifni- 
nas are these : ** Crux Christipropter membrotrum Ckristi con* 
iaetum latria adoranda est.-^lHeemdum quod fuauium ad ro* 
tUmem contactus membrorum Christi adoramus nom solum crueem 
sed etiam omnia qu^e sunt Chrisii/* (Par* dw q. 25^ Art^ A^J. 
It is an artifice of modem papists, to deny the charge of idola^ 
try, and to allege that they do not pay to the imago of lolio 
thie same worship as to the bmng it represents or to whidi it 
relates. To all such it may be replied, yoar private explana-* 
tion is not the doctrine of your Church**--Mctf pssttively affirms 
that images and relics are to be worshipped on vaRiB own 
ACCOVNT. But let us suppose, fi>r the sake of dnmonstrsting 
their eraor upon their own ground, that the imago is. oniy wml 
as a representation, and that the mind of the worshipper is 
taught to pass ^m the image to the person it represents, yet 
this expkittation would completely vindicate all heathen idolatry. 
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I oowld show from enligbteBed heatlien avtkors that tbey e»- 
pkiaed their idol-worship in exactly Ihe awne way. They 
alleged that their statues only reninded them of their deities,—* 
yet Paal charged Athens, that most renowed city of philoso|)^i- 
cal pagans, with being whoify given to tdo&tf ry.— ( Acts. zyii«) 
So in the name of the Holy Scriptures, we charge Rome* The 
subtlety of Catholic log^c has also attempted to appeal to the 
reasonableness of imogeSy upon the ground that all men use 
pictures of absent friends. The picture is said to subsefve the 
useful purpose of recalling the recollection of the beloved iadi* 
vidnal. But neither will this serve their turn ; for, in the. first 
place, no man in his sober senses ever thinks of addressings 
such pictures as if they were the reality— -of expecting the 
picture to help or comfort him ; no man would act towards a 
senseless picture as towards its object, or believe that it could 
understand and accept a prayer or a panegyric* But suppose 
ing Papists did no more than use their images as mementos and 
memorials, still the whole system is prohibited by the plainest 
commands of Scripture. To allow the supposition would only 
be placing image-worship upon the sandy foundation of human 
invenikms, and no such invmitions are to be admitted, even 
where Scripture is silent, much less can they be allowed to 
countervail the divine authority. If the practice were, in 
man's esteem, useful and reasonable in the highest degree, 
still the inference that therefore the practice is lawful, does 
not follow. We demand for it the express autltotity of the word 
of God, otherwise it is involved in those numerous curses 
which are denounced in that word, against the very,^t o/bow- 
ing down to any likeness of a real or supposed deity, or of any 
created object, to worship or adore it. But Rome Papal is 
more gross in its idolatrous worship than ever was Rome Ethnic; 
ibr the Heathens considered the idol as entitled to no homage 
for its own sake, but simply as related to the Deity it repre- 
sented. The very Hindoos are more spiritual than the Papists, 
fDT their idols are mere personifications of spiritual essences 
and abstract perfections. But Rome maintains the duty of 
worshipping images and idols on their own account. The cross 
exhibited in every Catholic Church, is the image of nothing that 
exists, though it is unblushingly declared to be the Cross, that 
is, if it have any meaningy that on which the Saviour died. 
Bellarmine makes an unrounded and most trifling distinction 
between an idol and an image, of which nothing more need be 
said, than that such a distinction is wholly unknown to Holy 
Scripture. This same learned Cardinal has a whole Chapter to 
prove that images are to be worshipped properly on their own 
account. His words are these, ** Imagines per se, et proprie 
Colendas,^* And he adds, moreover, that ** the Councii has 
prononneed a curse on those who deny that tmages ou^hl^ to be 
worshipped.*^ ^ ConciKnm YII. act 7, Anathema dicit iis qui 
negant imagines esse venerandas.*' fBellar, De Imag, Sae. 

E 
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Cap. xxi.J Is this the religion that says "Bless and corse not?*' 
Yet all this decreeing of image-worship, and cursing of those 
that deny it, is published and practised in the teeth of Scrip- 
ture, in defiance of early Councils, and their favourite autho- 
rity, tradition. In the sixth century, temples were first dedi- 
cated to, or named after, Saints, and it was not till near the 
end of the ninth, that the impious Pontiffs of Rome decreed that 
dead sinjkil mortals should be objecU of worship ; that they 
should be counted mediators, and receive the homage of the 
Universal Church, as if they were omniscient and omnipresent. 
I leave this mass of facts with your readers, and in the mean 
time recommend all good Catholics, who wish to prove the in- 
fallibility of the Church of Rome, to study Deut. iv. 15—23. 
Rom. i, 21. 1 Kings, xii. 58. Acts, xvii. 29. Matt. iv. 10. 
Habak. ii. 18—20. I would entreat them to pause and digest 
well these portions of holy writ, before they again repeat their 
genuflections at the shrines which man has consecrated ; and 
remain still Their and your Friend and Servant, 

HORACE BENTLEY. 

♦ »♦ We are requested to say that ff. L. does not intend to reply to Horace 
Bentlof until that writer has concluded the letters promised in his oommanica- 
tion last week. — £o. 



[From the Journal of Mat 3.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal. 

Sir, 

MY determination to avoid, in my last letter, the sin of 
prolixity, with which some of its predecessors had 
been chargeable, led me, perhaps, into the opposite extreme. 
I found it necessary, at least, to pass over some things which 
ought to have been noticed. Lest any of your readers should 
suspect me of a politic concealment of the main arguments on 
the Popish side of the subject, 1 propose to resume the thread 
of my last, so far as to examine briefly the only arguments de- 
rived from Scripture, in favour of image- worship. 1 said that 
all Catholics of any candour, admit that the Holy Scriptures 
do not directly teach or command the worship either of images 
or relics. But it is to be noted that, while this is strictly true, 
they have, notwithstanding, endeavoured to derive from the 
sacred volume, something like sanction, if not command ; and 
could they have succeeded, though but partially, in this efibrt, 
they might at least have hoped to escape the severity of the 
condemnation which the word of God pronounces upon him that 
maketh, and upon him that serveth an image. How far their 
efibrt has repaid their diligence and ingenuity, shall now be 
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shown. They allege as itheir best Scriptural authority*- 
That Moses was commanded to make^ two CherubiBis of Gold* 
— (Exod. XXV. 18.) That these were placed, by divine com- 
mand, at the sides of the ark. Bellarmine, their most learned 
and subtle Champion, infers that, when the Israelites worship- 
ped the Ark of the Covenant, they must have worshipped also 
the Cherubims, therefore image-worship, and the worship of 
Angels, &c. is lawful. But stop, learned Cardinal, you have 
forgotten one thing — to name where it is said the Jews or Priests 
worshipped the Ark of the Covenant ! W. L. will, perhaps, 
some day, try to help you out of this difficulty, and supply 
your omissions. But at present it is a dead lift. Before i fully 
reply to this argument, I will just briefly state the other to 
which their learned apologists resort. In Numbers, chap. xxi. 
8, Moses is commanded to make a fiery serpent, and to erect 
it upon a pole in the midst of the camp. Now, they say, if it 
was lawful for the Israelites to worship Christ in the form of a 
brazen serpent, it must be lawful for us also to worship him 
under the form of a man. These are the two principal argu- 
ments for image- worship derived from the Scriptures, which I 
have ever seen in Popish authors. Their unsoundness will not 
require a long exposure. As to the Cherubims which were 
placed at the sides of the Ark, the learned Cardinal makes it 
depend, by a very doubtful inference, on the worship of the 
Ark itself. But the main thing is lacking — scriptural proof. 
The inspired writers no where allude to any such worship. We 
totally deny the fact, and defy all Rome to prove it. The Ark 
could not have been worshipped, without a direct violation of 
that very law which the Ark itself contained. But let the reader 
mark the inexpressible absurdity of this reasoning. Suppose 
it could have been fairly shown that the Israelites had worship- 
ped the Ark of the Covenant, it would not have followed that 
they had also worshipped the carved Cherubims, which were 
no part of it. Christ in heaven is doubtless surrounded by 
Angels — ^but when the spirits of just men worship him, do they 
also worship the Angels that surround him, or the heaven in 
which he dwells ? He was crucified between two thieves ; but 
did those women who worshipped him there, necessarily wor- 
ship the thieves also, because they were at his side ; yet these 
are parallel cases to the Popish argument upon the Cherubim* 
In the next place, let. us examine the argument derived from 
the brazen serpent. This was confessedly an image ; it was 
exalted before them — ^they were commanded to look at it— but 
there the command stopped. What did they look at ? a mere 
representation of the destroyer— an image which was intended 
to. remind them of their sin, and so to work repentance* But 
there was no religious ceremony added — ^no prayer to it — 
no worship— no bowing to it — ^no incense. Nay, as if to con- 
demn the idolatry of Catholics, it is to be remembered that, 
in process of time, this brazeu serpent came to be respected 
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and worshipped. And, unhappily for Rome, the moment that 
took place, it became an abomination to God. — (ii. Kings, 
xviii. 4.) He raised up Hezekiah ; filled him with piety and 
zeal, and prompted him to demolish utterly this very image 
formed by God's own express command, because it had been 
abased, jnst as Papists would now abuse it, to the encourage- 
ment of image-worship. Thus, both their references to Scrip- 
ture Droye mill-stones about the neck of their idolatry, instead 
of a life-boat to bring it safe ashore :— But had their reference 
to these two facts been as valid as it has been proved futile^- 
they could not thence have inferred the lawfulness of image- 
worship. These were both images prepared by speciai divine 
command, and had they been worshipped by divine authority, 
which they never were, still the use of images to any one else 
would not have been legalized. The very speciality of the 
command limited the obligation. The Israelites had a special 
divine commission to destroy the idolatrous Canaanites ; but 
would this authorise the execution of a similar judgment upon 
idolaters in our day ? Abraham had a special divine command 
to sacrifice his son — it was a contravention of the universal 
law, *^ Thou shalt do no murder ;*' but the command was 
divine. Yet do Papists infer from it that every father may 
therefore lawfully sacrifice his son ? Assuredly they cannot be 
so absifrd. Then let no man imagine tiutt images may be wor- 
shipped, because such were made on two special occasions, and 
for peculiar purposes, but without any intention that either the 
one or the other should receive the slightest mark of worship 
from any rational and immortal being. 

I now pass on to a subject intimately connected with 
their general system of idolatry — ** The Sacrifice 6f the 
Mass.*' There are so many errors, and those of so degrading 
and gross a kind, connected with this subject, that I scarcely 
know where to begin, and shall hardly know how to have done. 
It is, indeed, difficult to treat their doctrine of Transubstantia- 
tion wkh gravity. As Cato said of the Augwrs, he wondered 
how they could avoid laughing in one another's faces— so we 
may bay of rational and well-educated men who agree to say 
they believe, what'raakes them unworthy of being believed by 
all other men, that the bread and wine are converted into the 
veal body and blood, soul and divinity, of Jesus Christ, while 
their own senses, sight'^^ouch '" sme ll^taste^^mform them, that * 
no change whatever has taken place, but that the bread is still 
bread — and the wine is still wine, and any chemist in Europe 
might examine and find them exactly so. But 1 am hurrying 
on too fast ; my friend W. L. requires proof for every thii^ ; 
I wish he required the proof of his senses t&r Transubstantia- 
tion, he would have saved me the trouble of this investigation, 
and would have resolved, %y this time, to be befooled no longer 
by his priest. He requires proof, however, only of Protest- 
ants, but no proof at the altar. Well \ let that pass ; he shall 
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have enough from nie to convince any man in his smises. The 
Church of Rome beiieves diat the Mass is a real 8acrifio&*— 
that the wafer and wine, at the words of consecration. Hoc est 
Corpus Meumy &c. cease to be bread and wine, and become 
the real flesh and blood, soul and divinity, of Jesns Christ. 
These are the first ^ings to he proved^ in order that there may 
be no donbt or denial on the opposite side, as to the fact^ that 
such is the faith of Papal Rome. 

** In the most Holy Sacrament of the Eucharist, there is 
Really and Substantially, the body and blood, toge- 
ther with the soul and divinity, of our Lord Jesus Christ : and 
that there is a conversion of the whole substance of the bread 
into his bodi/y and of the whole substance of the wi^ie iuto his 
blood, which conversion the (Roman) Catholic Church calls 
Transubstantiation." — (Creed of Pope Pius IV, Art. 17,) 
*^ In the mass is ofiered to God a true, proper, and propitiatory 
sacrifice for the quick, (living,) and dead." — (Creed of Pius 
IV. ih.J ** Since Christ, our Redeemer, has said that that 
was truly his body which he ofiered under the appearance of 
bread, it has therefore been always believed in the Charch of 
God, (utterly false ! ) and it is now again declared by this 
Holy Council, that, by the consecration of the bread and wine, 
there is effected a conversion of the whole substance of the 
bread, into the substance of the body of Christ our Lord, and 
of the whole substance of the wtne, into the substance of his 
blood : which conversion is fitly and properly termed by the 
Holy Catholic Church, Transubstantiation." — (ConciL Trid, 
Sess, XII L cap. 4.) 

** If any one shall deny that, in the most H<4y Sacrament of 
the Eucharist, there are contained, truly, really, and substan- 
tially, the body and blood, together with the soul and divinity, 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, and therefore the whole Christ ; or 
say that he is in it only as in a sign, or fignre, or by his influ- 
ence, he is accursed ! 

** If any one sAiall say that, in the Sacrament of the Eucharist, 
tiie substance of the bread and wine remains, together with the 
body and blood of our Lord Jesns Christ,* and shall dsuy the 
wonderful and singular conversion of the whole substance of 
the bread into his body, and the whole substance of the wine 
into his blood, the appearances only of bread and wine remain* 
ing, which conversion the Catholic Church most properly 
terms Transubstantiation — he is accursed ! 

** If any one shall deny that, in the adorable Sacrament of 
the Eucharist, the whole Christ is contained in each element or 
species, in the separate parts of each element, when the sepa* 
ration is made, let him be accursed !"-— /"Conct/. TVtdL Sess. 
XIII. cap. S.) 

To prevent all doubt in the minds of thoughtful and rational 

* ThU refen to the CoHstAstantitUion of the Lutheran Church, and is scarcely 
a shade less absurd than the Popish doctrine. 
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Catholics^ and to convince them that this is the establbbed 
orthodoxy of their Church, I wiU here subjoin the original of all 
these passages from the Council of Trent, that, if they please, 
they may hand it to their priests, and verify both the fact of 
its genuineness, and the accuracy of the above translation. 

^^ De Transubstantiatiane. — Quoniam autem Christus Re- 
demptor Noster Corpus suum id, quod sub specie panis offere- 
bat, vere esse dixit ; ideo persuasum semper in Ecelesii Dei 
fuit, idque tunc denuo, Sancta hsec Synodus declarat, per con- 
secrationem panis et vini conversionem fieri totius substantia 
panis in substantiam sanguinis ejus : quae conversio conveni- 
enter et proprie a sanct4 Catholica Ecclesii Transubstantiatio 
est appellata." — fCon. Trid, Sess, XI I L cap. 4.) 

" Canon /. — Si quis negaverit in sanctissimo Eucharistise 
Sacramento contineri vere, realiter et substantialiter corpus et 
sanguinem una cum anim4 et divinitate Domini Nostri Jesu 
Christi, ac proinde totum Christum; sed dixerit tantum- 
modo esse in eo ut in signo, vel figurd, aut virtute; Ana- 
thema sit/' 

" Canon IL — Si quis dixerit in sacrosancto Eucharistise Sa- 
cramento reraanere substantiam panis et vini una cum corpore 
et . sanguine Domini Nostri Jesu Christi, negaveritque mira- 
bilem illam et singularem conversionem totius substantiae panis 
in corpus, et totius substantiae vini in sanguinem, manentibns 
duntaxat speiciebus panis et vini : quam quidem conversionem 
Catholica Ecclesia aptissim^ Transubstantiationem appellat; 
Anathema sit !" 

^' Canon III, — Si quis negaverit in venerabile Sacramento 
Eucharistiee, sub unaquique specie, sub singulis cuj usque 
speciei partibus, separatione fact4, totum Christi contineri ; 
Anathema sit." — fConciL Trid. Sess, XIII. cap, 8.) 

Nov7, Sir, these are the decrees of a general Council ; this 
is tiie opinion of the Roman Catholic Church — ^to this, every 
Popish Priest not only assents, but of it he solemnly swears his 
belief. To make my statement complete, and to shew that the 
doctrine of Trent is the accepted doctrine of the present Church 
of Rome, I shall now transcribe, as a very fair Sand moderate 
specimen of the instruction at present given to Catholics, the 
8th Chapter from the <' Catechism for the use of all the 
Churches in the French Empire;" published 1806, with the 
Bull of the Pope, and the Mandamus of the Archbishop of 
Paris — ** Q. What is the Sacrament of the Eucharist ? A. 
The Eucharist is a Sacrament that contains really and substan- 
tially^ the body, blood, soul, and divinity, of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and under the forms or appearance of bread and wine. 
Q. What is at first put on the Altar and in the Chalice — is it 
not bread and wine ? A. Yes : and it continues to be bread 
and wine till the priest pronounces the words of consecration* 
Q. What influence have these words? A. The bread is. 
changed into the body, and the wine into the blood of our 
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Lord. Q. Does nothing of the bread and wine remain ? A* 
Nothing of them remains except the forms* Q. What do you 
call the forms of the bread and wine ? A. That which ap- 
pears to our senses, as colour, figure, and taste. Q. Is there 
nothing under the form of bread, except the body of our Lord? 
A. Besides his body, there is his blood, his soul, and divinity; 
because all these are inseparable. Q. And under the form of 
wine ? A. Jesus Christ is there as entire as under the form of 
bread. Q. When the forms of the bread and wine are divided, 
is Jesus Christ divided ? A. No : Jesus Christ remains entire 
under each nart of the form divided. Q. Say, in a word, 
what Jesus Qirist gives us under each form. A. All that he 
is; that is, perfect God and perfect man, Q. Does Jesus 
Christ leave heaven to come into the Eucharist ? A. No : he 
always continues at the right hand of God, his father, till he 
shall come at the end of the world, with great glory, to judge 
the living and the dead. Q. How then can he be present at 
the altar ? A. By the almighty power of Gk>d. Q. Then it is 
not man that works this miracle ? A. No : it is Jesus Christ, 
whose word is employed in the Sacrament. Q. Then it is Jesus 
Christ who consecrates ? A. It is Jesus Christ who conse- 
crates ; the priest is only his Minister. Q. Must we worship 
ihe body and blood of Jesus Christ ^ in the Eucharist ? A. 
Yes, undoubtedly, for this body and this blood are insepara- 
bly united to his divinity." The mode of celebrating the mass, 
with an infinity of genuflections, bowings, and other acts of 
adoration, both by priest and people, exactly comports with 
this doctrine, and would be infinitely absurd, but upon the 
belief of the miracle which the words of consecration — Hoc est 
corpus meuniy are said to perform. Here, a man endowed with 
no divine authority — ^he may be, what Popish priests often 
have been, defiled with every vice, yet, by pronouncing a few 
Latin words, he works a miracle infinitely surpassing any that 
were ever wrought by Christ or any of his Apostles, But it is 
taught by this Church, not only that this awjul miracle is 
really accomplished by the Priest — but that each bit of bread, 
each drop of wine, is corporeally turned into a whole Christ ? 
Yet, no one pretends to see the body of Christ, which is there 
present, nor to feel it, nor to taste it. Throughout the Catholic 
Church, there are, therefore, made by its Priests, infinite Christs^ 
all imperceptible— which are swallowed by the people — most of 
whom remain, after the ceremony, as bad sinners as they were 
before. Really, it is difficult to treat this subject with that gra- 
vity which our adversaries demand. The man who can believe 
in this standing miracle of Rome, as I may presume W. L. does, 
cannot deserve credit, nor is he entitled to be treated ration- 
ally. I must, however, say a few words more, before I dis- 
miss the subject. The Church of Rome calls Transubstantia- 
tiona great miracle and a great mystery-*-but I can prove that 
it possesses none of the characters of a miracle, and therefore^ 
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every man living ought to pronounee it a He (gainst the laws of 
naturey and an injamous attempt to impose upon the credulity 
ofmankinA, Every Miracle must be an appeal to sense. They 
are supernatural signs wrought in proof of a divine authority. 
What the Apostle says of tongues (languages) is true of all 
Miracles, {1 Cor. xiv. 22,) they are ^^^for a sign^ not to them 
that believe y but to them that believe not,** But Transubstan- 
tiation is no sign^-^no appeal to the sense either of believers or 
unbelievers ; and is therefore no miracle. It is, to all intents 
and purposes, after Consecration, what it was before, neither 
moi^e nor less than bread and wine. I can prove it such by 
every argument which proves a man to be a man, and a stone a 
stone. No Catholic can prove it to be any thing else. Every 
sense tliat proves it to be bread and not flesh, wine, and not 
blood, proves the Popish Church, and every priest that de- 
clares this dogma true, a liar. There is no one quality oi the 
bread gone — there is no new quality added — the wine retains 
all its qualities, and acquires no new ones. Where, th^n, is 
the miracle that has no appeal to our senses > The true defi*- 
nition of this miracle would be an invisible change that consists 
in no alteration, A contradiction to itself and to sense. If any 
Catholic can shew that there is any change, I will beflieve tfap 
doctrine— if he can prove to an unbeliever, that the bread be- 
comes Christ* s body, he can surely do so, by proving that the 
qualities of Christ's body are there, otherwise he cannot ex- 
pect me to believe, what he cannot prove. If ten thousand 
Councils asserted, that an egg was a man, or a loaf of bread 
a God, or that a cup of wine was blood, they might not ex- 
actly deserve to be put into Bedlam, because their insanity 
would be harmless, but they would certainly deserve to be 
laughed aty and not reasoned with. Every Catholic who con- 
forms to this ceremony of the mass, either believes in tran- 
substantiation, or he does not. If he does not, what is his 
situation and character ? He hears the priest pronounce " Hoc 
est corpus meum^ ^c." he hears that priest positively affirm 
that the consecrated wafer is '* the Lamb of Clod who taketh ' 
away the sin of the world." He sees him worship the host, 
and after this, the communicant himself is commanded by the 
Directory thus, •* Having the towel raised above your breast, 
your eyes modestly closed, your head likewise raised up, and 
your mouth conveniently opened, receive *the Holy Sacrament 
on your tongue, resting^ on your under lip ; then close your 
moiith, and say in your heart. Amen ; / believe it to he the 
body of Christ — and I pray it may preserve my soul to eter- 
nal life." (Ordinary of the MasSy pi 33.) The man who can 
submit to this ceremony, without mostjkilly believing Transub^ 
stantiation — that is, knowing that the priest and himself have 
€1 Ue in their right hand, is not worthy of being believed on 
any other occasion. He that will give his countenance to a 
practical lie of so awful a description, will practice lies when*^ 
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ever they will serve his purpose* His conscience must have 
become callous, and he can have no just claim to the credit of 
mankind. But suppose the other case. The unsuspecting 
worshipper of the mass believes all he is told, and really takes 
that bread and wine for the person of Christ. Then that man 
gives up, upon the claim of his Church, the testimony of his 
own senses. Does not this undermine Revelation itself? The 
strongest appeals of inspired men were made to the senses. If 
these are fallacious, then Revelation subverts one of its own 
main pillars. If the Bible contradicted the senses of all man- 
kind, its falsehood would be infinitely more certain than the 
fallacy of men's senses. If the Papist wilt not believe his 
senses which his Creator has given him, but calls a piece of 
bread a man, because the Priest says it is so, what security 
can he have, that the next man he sees may not be a piece of 
bread ? If his senses give a false testimony in one case, and 
would attest to him that a thing possesses qualities quite diffe- 
rent from his belief, then they may deceive him in other cases. 
His sight, taste, feeling, are contradicted by his faith. He 
denies that they are to be trusted by himself; how then can he 
expect any other person to trust his testimony of a fact, when 
he does not trust himself. Is he a, credible witness to any fact 
in the world, who falsifies his own senses in obedience to a 
fellovF man ? His priest might persuade him, then, that murder 
is benevolence, and robbery an act of justice. It is only for 
the Church to afiirm a man to be an elephant, as it has affirmed 
a morsel of bread to be his God, and he will belieVe it. I ask, 
then, is a man who thus sacrifices his own senses, and his rea- 
son, to the dogmas of his Church, deserving of credit in cases 
where his Church does not interfere ? And does not this very 
doctrine originate that infidelity and contempt of Revelation 
which prevails more in Catholic countries than in any others ? 
I really feel, Mr. Editor, that to the greater part of your read- 
ers an apology is due, for having engaged their attention so 
long in an examination of an imposture which I believe is not 
be equalled in the history of Paganism, or Mahommedanism, or 
any other ism that is or has been under the sun. And now, by 
way of relieving their weariness and disgust, I will entertain 
them with two short extracts from history, which, I hope, will 
not be deemed mal d propos to my argument. 

" When Cardinal Perron was asked by some of his friends, 
in his last sickness, what he thought of transubstantiation, he 
answered, that it was a Monster ; and when they asked him, 
how then he had writ so copiously and learnedly about it, he 
replied, that he had done the ulmost which his wit and parts 
had enabled him to colour over this abuse, avid render it pumsi" 
hie : but that he had done like those who employ all their force 
to defend an ill cause.*' Drelincourt'^ Reponse d lettres de 
Mwiseig. le Prince Ernest y aux dmq Mimstres de Paris. Cfc" 
neve, 1664. 

r 



46 

The tiext faet is ** a paisage of Archbisbop Usher, a pfodigjr 
^f learning aad humility ; who having been so happy as to con- 
vert several Roman Priests from their errors, and inquiring 
diligently of them, what they, who said Mass every day, and 
were not obliged to confess venial sinsy cooH have to trouble 
their confessors with > They ingenuously acknowledged to 
him, that the chiefest part of their constant confession, was 
their Infidelity as to the point of Transubstantiation; and 
for which they mutually acquitted and absolved one another.*' 
Preface to Archbp. Wake's Discourse of the Holy Eucharist, 
Sfc. Sfc. 1688. 

In my next I shall attempt to prove that this dogma of Rome 
lias as little fbundation in Scripture and Antiquity, as I have 
now shown it has in Reason. In the mean time, (with due 
respects to the ** Pry" family, to whom my motto must still be^ 
in spite of Paul's Epigram,* Stat Nominis Vmbra^J 

1 remain. Sir, your's, &c. 

HORACE BBNTLEY. 



[Feoh thb Journal or Mat 10.]. 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal. 

Sm, 

IF Transubstantiation, as I endeavoured to show in my 
last letter, would subvert the evidence of miracles, and 
thus take from Revelation one of its strongest arguments, surely 
it ought not to be embraced without the most ample and indu- 

* This attades to the foUcywin; Letter, which appeared in the Jonnal of 
Apifll^ 

fk> the Printer of ike Worcester Jcmrmi. 
Just poppM IB, Mr. Printer, to ask you to five a comer to some lines I have 
addressed to a correspondent of yours. Vf ould not with to intrude,— but who h 
Horace Beiitley-«« deflcendaRt, I suimoBe, of the Hofcaitii, tho* he hasn't vnNh of 
the JSMNoniK in him. PAUi* PRY. 

To Horace BentUy^ 
HoratJIiB Flaocus once in olden time 

iThe dale I name not for it will not rhyme) 
Jnited words and phrases with such snll. 
And drew so larMy from Castalia*s riU, 
That the Ponl. Max, and all great Rome's fOMiw, 
^Tmik Wit and him procbimed, nsM. die, the baans. f 
This, Horaoe, was thy meed— when Popes were not : 
Now, Horace Bentley, I'H pronounce tny lot : — 
SKaoe Aou, wiHi impiov taunts, tfU now ui^eard. 
Itet darM to towA his Holiness's beaid, 
Sliouldst thou, in evil hoar|Chanoe to roam 
Within the clutches of flie Pope of Rome, 

Smother thy jooney's aMe in Sprint w Winter) 
'H >• nmt^ thy wbj!ilwn»-.and thioj; Mr. Printw^ 

f Itisioloaffsineelwasatsehool, thai I feiyel whether WM i»a woom. 
or whether the Romans *' published the banns of matrimony." }f ia ^t%r of 
these particolara I err, I cry your mercy, gentle reader. P. P. 
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bttable autbori^. E^eii a. Catholic Qmet ^w, that it is not % 
plaasible construction of Scripture, nor a merely verhal sem* 
bkoce, tkat cab eatitle it to acceptation. A lioctrine of ao 
Strang a character, of go ominous an aspect upon common 
BMAse, and of so questionable an influence towards the interests of 
inapiratioBy ought not to be founded on a single phrase or two, 
Bor to depend on any thing short of the most positiTe and re- 
peated assertions of it by the sacred writers. It ought to be 
recomm^oded to our faith by incomparably stronger eyidenee 
than that which makes us brieve there is a sun in the heaTons, 
BefMre an article of so anomalous a character, a miracle ao in^ 
finitely and y«t so imperceptibly miraculous, be accepted^ it 
ought to appear eutrenchea on all sides, against the approach 
of doubts, and the pleas of sense, Moreoyer, supposing the 
very words of Scripture, naturally taken, asserted the doctrine, 
and there were some appearance of its haying been so under- 
stood by those who heard it first announced, and who enjoyed 
Ibe best opportunity of knowing the mind of Christ, still, for the 
sake of common sense^ and £e credit of Reyelation, if any 
other fair mode of interpretation, which ayoided such insur- 
mountable difficulties, could be applied to the words in question^ 
it ought most decidedly to be preferred. Aft^ Reyelation has 
itself claimed the support of sense, acknowledged its authority, 
and appealed to its tribunal, to suppose it afterwards protesting 
against this judge, as false, and declining its testunon^, as 
worthless, were to suppose inspiration capable of comnutting 
an outrage upon itself, yery much resembling suicide,-*«n act 
which ought never to bet attributed to that Holy Book, in whose 
pages truth and goodness are divinely blended. No man who 
wishes well to CSiristiamtys and desires the uniyersal enthrone- 
ment of the Bible in the human heart, would unnecessarily 
deprive it of one of its ablest vouchers, and represent it as 
cbaracteiised by inoonsistency with itself, and inconsistency 
with M the fifit 9en9€M f\f our naiure^^ihe only mediums of 
knowledge which the Creator has bestowed upon us.— Were it 
necessary^ rather than to run such a length, and inflict so severe 
a wonnd upon Christianity itself, or throw so formidable an 
obstacle in its way, as this of demanding of its disciples a falsi- 
fication of Uieir own senses, we ought to be allowea great lati- 
tude of interpretation, and be permitted to try every legitimate 
solvent which criticism and rhetoric afibrd^ for the words of the 
inspired bo^. Such, 1 say, ought to be the policy of all who 
would not prove traitors to the authority* of Revelation, and 
abandon the tutelage of reason and their senses, to follow the 
dictates of the wildest and most outrageous fanaticism. Hap<*> 
pity for the cause of common sense and of Protestantism, the 
words of Sacred Scripture require no 8u6h license of interpre- 
tation, no such aid of criticism and rhetoric, to free them from 
all appearaneo of favouring, in any degree, the doctrine of 
transubstantiation. Happily, the most natural, and the most 



48 

Obvious sense of Christ's words, is that which is most iDimical 
to the Catholic cause. Let us appeal to the words of sacred 
Scripture, The places in which the institution of the Lord's 
Supper is recorded, are the following: Matt. xxvi. 26-29. 
Mark xiy. 22-26. Luke xxii. 17-19. 1 Cor. zi. 23-25. These 
passages are all substantially but not literally the same. The 
one in which the words of Christ appear most fully recited, and 
that to which papists hiost confidentlj refer, is in Matthew. 
The words are as follow : *^ And as they were eating, Jesus 
took bread, and blessed fit), aiid brake fitj, and gave fit J to 
the disciples, and said. Take, eat ; this is my body. And he 
took the cup, and gave thanks, and gave it to them, saying. 
Drink ve all of it : for this is my blood of the new testament, 
which 18 shed for many for the remission of sins." 

Now, let any man suppose himself to have been the auditor 
of this assertion, and the vritness of this act of Christ, and 
without any further explanation being offered, of the sentences, 
this is my hody-^tkis is my bloody while the speaker held in his 
hand a morsel of bread and a cup of wine ; would not the literal 
sense of the words have been the very last that he could possi- 
bly have put upon them ? The faict of the person being before 
him, and remaining entire, while the bread was broken and 
eaten, would be a sufficient prohibition to his putting a literal 
sense upon the words. The impossibility of taking bread for 
flesh, rendered it necessary for the hearer to put a figurative 
sense both upon the words and upon the ceremony ; and ren- 
dered it equally unnecessary for the speaker to supply any other 
caution against the literal acceptation of his woras. Our Lord 
must have expected, in conformity with every principle of rea^ 
son and common sense, that his saying would not be understood 
literally ; in fact, that it could not be so understood by those 
who still saw his body entire, after they had eaten, and who, 
before they had eaten, could not be guilty of so glaring a per- 
version of language, and so gross a misunderstanding of their 
teacher, as to charge upon both a bare-faced absurdity and an 
obvious contradiction. No stronger demonstration of a figrnra- 
tive sense in language, can ever exist, than did exist in this 
case. And there are few cases in which the literal interpreta- 
tion of words is so powerfully precluded, and a figurative one 
so obviously and urgently demanded, as in the case before us. 
The whole service was highly figurative. The sjrmbolical na- 
ture of the passovery and the symbolic act of • breaking the 
bread in representation of the passion, as well as the significant 
ceremony of washing the disciples* feet, which accompanied 
the service, all contributed to give a figurative air ta the entire 
ceremony, and to put the minds of the Apostles into a frame for 
receiving that spiritual and figurative instruction, which the 
words, as well as the actions, of Christ conveyed. There was, 
indeed, nothing in the whole scene, that did not partake of a 
symbolical import. 
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The necessity of putting a figurative, and not a literal, senge 
on the words of Christ, is still further established by these 
indisputable facts. (1.) That this idiom is constantly used in 
the Scriptures, and the only guide which leads us in all other 
cases to give a figurative and not a literal meaning to it, is the 
obvious absurdity which such literal explanation would incur. 
A case most pertinent to our present inquiry, is that in which 
Christ is declared to be the lamb of God, — (John i. 29-36.) And 
that also in which he is said to be the iamb slain from the 
foundation of the v)orld. — (Rev. xiii. 8.) But Christ never was 
a lambf and never was literalfy slain but once^ and that in the 
end of the world, and not from its foundation. It is also said 
the rock in Horeb was Christ, (-^l Cor. x. 4.) But did any one 
ever think of understanding the inspired writers as affirming 
90 great an absurdity as the literal sense of these words would 
attribute to them ? Matt, xxviii. 20, Christ says, ^*Lo I am 
with you always, unto the end of the world.'' Can any man 
suppose that Christ intended to say his body should be with his 
ministers ; or that he meant more than his divine presence ? 
Johnx, he sajns, "1 am the door .^^ Johnxv, "1 am the true 
vine." . But are these positive assertions interpreted litereUly? 
(2.) It is certain that our Lord could not have use'd any form 
of language more plain and intelligible than, **this is my body^^ 
for "tiiis represents my body," because the language in which 
he spake contains no word answering to the verb means, ot 
sonifies. He must therefore conform to the idiom of that lan- 
guage, and say, this t5^— for this means^ this denotes, or this 
signifies. Even languages which supply numerous words i^r 
the expression of a figurative meaning, such as our own, pre- 
fer, as more elegant and terse, the word is, which literally 
understood, expresses being or identity i Thus, should we 
think of saying before a picture or a statue, this represents 
Milton — ^this means Cicero? Assuredly not: this is Milton, 
and that is Cicero ; and would not the literal interpreter of such 
phrases expose himself to the charge of madness, should he 
attempt to direct against the speaker the censure of inaccuracy ? 
But (3.) it is impossible to admit that the Apostles understood 
Christ in the Papists' sense of the words — ^* This is my body,** 
because the proposition excited no astonishment — drew from 
them no inquiry — ^led to no discussion, and never, in all the 
history of the Apostles or of the early Christians, appears to 
have excited any qiiestions as to its mysteriousness or its pos- 
sibility. Yet mysteries in the Saviour's discourses infinitely 
less startling, and which never involved any contradiction, to 
sense, were the source of frequent disputations, and often led 
them to ask, ** Master, how can this thing be ?" A memora- 
ble discussion arose out of our Lord's words to the Jews, ''ex- 
cept ye eat the flesh of the son of man, and drink his blood, 
ye have no life in you. Whoso eateth my flesh and drinketh 
my blood, hath eternal life, and 1 will raise him up at the last 
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day ; for my tf esh is meat indeed, and my blood it drii^ in- 
deed/*-^(John vu 50-66.) The Jews naderstood him literally^ 
as do the Papists ; and tiliey rerily were more coosialenty ^ 
they most rationaHy inquired, " hew can this man f iTO us his 
flesh to eat?'' ** They stroTo atnoAg themaelTes — and many of 
tiie disciples went back and walked no more with him," They 
were not condemned for their reasonings— that was perfectly 
legitimate, but for putting a carnal construction upon Christ's 
words, which led to their open apostacy. They adopted a 
literal interpretation of a far strongs assertion than that made 
at the last supper, and mpmi that carnal interpretation grounded 
and justified their infidelity— which infidelity must have been 
amply vindicated, had its basis been tme-^r the infoence 
was rational and sound, that a literal e«^ng of Christ's fiesh 
and drinking of his blood, while he still remained, was an tfl»* 
p^sstbilky. There was no sin in the question, ^* How can this 
man give us his flesh to eat ?" But the sin consisted in putting 
on the words of Christ an absurd and impious perversion, 
which inevitably led them to a total rejection both of Christ 
and his doctrine. And this is the natural result of transnb- 
stantiation, in a thinking and rational mind. If it could be 
belieVed that Revelation asserted it, it would tend directly to 
the rejection of Christianity. 

1 must now de^katch, in a very brief space, the second point 
1 promised to prove in this letter, viz. that transubstantiation 
is not derived from the early Christian Fathers. The word 
transuhstantiation was not invented till the 13th Century, and 
the idea of Christ's presence in the Sacrament, was not broached 
till the eighth Century. The first public recognition of it in 
the Romish Church did not take place till 1215, in the Lateran 
Council. Tertullian sa3rs '* this is my body, that is, the figure 
or image of my body."— ^^(2«er«, Marc. Lib. A.J Origen 
calls it *^ The typical and symbolical body."— //» Matt, xv.J 
C3qprian says the blood of Christ is ** represented by the wine." 
''^fEpist. 65.y St. Austin says, ^* Our Lord did n^t hesitata 
to say, this is my body, when he gave the sign of his hody.***^ 
{Torn. 6, p. 187. Basil. 159(1.; << He commanded and ddi. 
vered to the disciples ihejigure of his body."— ^Toiii.8,p.l6.y 
In another place he expressly refers to John vi. 53, ** £i:cept 
ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man," &c. upon which he gives 
this gloss :<— ** Ye must understand spiritually What I have said 
unto you ; ye are not to eat this body which ye see, and to 
drink that blood which shall be shed by those who shall crucify 
me. I have commanded a certain Sacrament to you, which^ 
being ^iriiualfy understood, will give you life." About the 
fifth century, the sect of the Eutychians introduced a notion 
bordermg upon transnhstantiaiion^ but Pope GeUsius wrote 
thus against them : ** Surely the Sacraments which we receive 
of the body and blood of our Lord, are a divine thing, so that 
by them we are made partakers of a divine nature^ and yet it 
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eeasetk adt to be the snlist&ace or natturft of br^Mi and wino; 
and certainly tbe membimce of Christ's body and blood are 
celebrated in ike action of the mysteries.*'— ^"£16/10^. Pai^ 
Tom. 4. J What will Catholics say to this inftittible audMrtly 
ef a Pope against their dear absurdity of transabstantiation ? 
Here is a Pope condemning it, and yet the Church now cnrsei 
him that denies it. I>elightful consistency of these successors 
ef St. Peter ! Yet this is the Church that talks of always hold- 
ing one faith ! I leave these proofs and reasonings with those 
who have candour enough to weigh them, and courage enough 
to a'ssert their claim to reason and common sense, in defiance 
of a Priesthood which is demonstrated to be inconsistent, falH*- 
ble, and false, by the sure word of the Holy Oracle,— ^and 
remain, &c. HORACE BENTLEY. 



[FrDM TBS JOURKAL OF MaT 17.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester Journal. 

Sir, 

IT must be in the recollection of ywi, and your readers, that 
the controversy between Horace B^tley and W. L. should 
have been confined within very narrow limits, namely*— does 
the Catholic Church teach error ? H. B. undertook to prove 
that she does. This simple question inchides the whole, and 
should have been the sole and whole substance, for his enlight- 
ened, comprehensive, and deep erudited mind, to have demon* 
strated. But how does his sagacious and penetrating genius 
attempt to deduce conclusive proofs upon a question of such 
vital importance ? Why, Sir, be has written seven letters to 
you, containing not less than 16,000 words, covering a surface 
of ^30 square inches, and no man, possessing common under- 
standing, can discover one sentence which has any reference to 
the point at issue. To reason with him, is as vain and fruitless 
as to attempt to empty the sea with a riddle. He excels in 
scurrilit/^ abuse, calumny and slander : in argument, deficient 
as the most ilKterate clown. Were it not on account of some 
of your readers, who possibly may be perverted, or misled, by 
his 8<mhistry and palpable misrepresentations, I would have 
treated the wliole of his infamous ribaldry with silent contempt. 
If he condescends to notice any thing I have stated, it is to 
misrepresent it. I hare said, bad he been educated at the 
Court of the Great Mogul, he might have known more of the 
Ca^lic Religion than he appears to know. I now really 
helieve that l^ad he been educated in the university of the in- 
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fernal regions, with all the devils in hell for his preceptors, h^ 
could not possibly have made a greater proficiency in the black 
art of misrepresentation, duplicity, rash judgment, and every 
species of calumny and slander. It is. Sir, mortifying and 
distressing to a Christian heart, to be under the necessity of 
accusing a fellow member in Society, of such unheard-of base 
conduct* But is that man entitled to respect who can unblush- 
ingly, and so barefacedly, impugn the known Truth, by declar- 
ing that more than three-fourths of the Christian world believe 
a mortal man to be God, or equal with God ? He has the ef- 
frontery to say, ^'The Lateran Council, addressing Pope 
Julius II. says, Uhou finally art another God on earth.'" 
^'Dr. Stapleton calls his Holiness the supreme Deity upon 
earth." "Pope Nicholas assumed the very title of God.'* 
" The Book published by order of Pope Gregory XIII. contains 
Nicholas's logic : the Pope cannot be judged by man, because 
he is God." "The appellation of God on earth is a Dogma 
of their Church." " The Pope is owned by all the Church as 
Christ's Vicar and God's image." What blasphemous and 
irreligious language. It is inconceivable how any man, with- 
out the walls of a Lunatic Asylum, could be so base thus to 
stigmatize the Christian world. To stop to refute such impious 
slander, would be an insult to common sense : common sense 
revolts and sickens, hides its face and blushes, at the recital of 
such impious and damnable assertions. They can only be 
equalled by him, " who goes about like a roaring lion, seeking 
whom he may devour." As for his logic, it is most contempti- 
ble. For H. B. to call upon W. L. to disprove his atrocious 
and blasphemous assertions against the Church of Christ, is 
unpardonable. The crimes he has accused the Popes of com- 
mitting, without a shadow of proof to substantiate the base 
accusations, deserves a much severer castigation than I feel 
inclined to inflict upon him.-^Horace Bentlej^, a Clergyman 
of , a Gentleman by profession, and living in or near 

one of the neatest, genteelest, and politest Cities in England, a 
Preacher of the Gospel of Christ Jesus, " whose bond is union, 
whose law is love," to demean hims^ in such a manner as he 
has done in this controversy, deserves to be banished from 
civil society, as a disgrace to the Christian name and to the 
country he dwells in.— Here I leave him until I see his next 
letter, April 21st, which, Mr. Editor, I have just received in 
your paper of the 26th inst. It contains upwards of 2000 
words. The import of this long epistle, is to prove that Catho- 
lics worship images. It equals in scurrility and palpable mis- 
representations any of his former letters. He certainly is not 
the first polemic who has had the impudence to make the base 
accusation: it is a subject that has been a thousand times 
refuted* I have always considered it beneath the dignity of a 
Catholic to attempt the ^refutation of such base slanden Com- 
mon sense condemns it. Common sense tells Mr. Bentley, in 



plain English, that the whole of his letftr, I taighi with pro- 
priety say letters, are notoriously composed of undTonnded, pal- 
pable, base lies. It is said by some gnYe authors, that when 
St. Jerome was translating, and commenting upon, the sacred 
Scriptures, Angels haye been seen at his elbow, as if guiding 
his pen ; and I have no doubt, that, when Horace Bentley was 
writing upon his imaginary Errors of Catholicity, Satan, or 
some of his Imps, were in close communication with him, 
guiding his pen and enlightening his philosophic mind* This 
letter, like his former, is an insult to all Cathotics, and all 
sensible Protestantif. I pity the man who could condescend to 
stoop so low as to publish sn^h a mass of infiunoua lies; no 
man possessing common sense can, for a moment, giye credit to 
them ; for my part, I think it too degrading .to attempt die 
confutation of such notorious, bare&<^ £ibities. To quote 
Scriptiire in attempting its refutation, would be as abaud as 
to quote Scripture to proye the existence of God, Howerer, 
Mr. Bentley, to enable yon to come to a just conclusion upon 
a question of such yital importance, I would seriously advise 
you, for your own sake, for the credit of your cloth, for your 
own credit and responsibflitf, to ask the.nrst Catholic gentle- 
man you should chance to meet, in Worcester or elsewhere, 
whether your assertions, which I have selected from your vo- 
luminous letters, are founded upon Jhetim Look him in the 
face, whoever he may be, and fearlessly, without blushing, if 
you possibly can, ask him if you were correct in accusing the 
Universal Church of teaching doctrines so revolting to huma^ 
nature. To assist your memory, I will transcribe a few of the 
most lenient :—«-*' It is the doctrine <tf this Church, and I sup*' 
pose will not be disputed, that ibe relics of Christ are to have 
the same worship as Christ himself.** — ** Thomas Aquinas 
teaches that all things thatoanw in contact wifli Christ are to 
be worshipped with the same worship as Christ himselH*'-^ 
** And of course, among these, the lips of Judas.*' And of 
course, the Ass that he rode upon. The lips of Judas more 
pure than the beart of Horace Beotley*. The Ass I woidd 
prefer to the rich Living of Horace Bentley. — ^**The Church 
of Rome teaches its deluded people to make Images of things 
that are, and thmgs that. are not, of Divine» Human, Angelic, 
and Inanimate nature ; and to bow down their persons before 
them,-*-4o pray to them,"— and to expect salvation ^m i^e 
slock of a tree.'* O! Shame, where is thy bUish ?— '^ Bat 
Rome maintains the duty of w<Hrshippiiig Images and Idols on 
their own aecount."-^*^ In Uie ninth century, &e impious Pon- 
iMfii of Rome decreed thai dead sinful mortals should be objeciif 
of wacship ; that they should be accounted mediators, and r?- 
cttve the homage of the Universal Cherchf as \f thpy were 
^mmiscient and omnipresent*" How difierent are thy senti- 
mentf, O Beiitley, from Claude't, aFrenoh Protestant Minister ; 
be says, << I doubt uot in the least that a member of the Roipan 
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Calholio Omreh, praying before a enicifiz^ may feel Uie very 
aame as if be actiially saw Cbrist himself nailed thereon and 
dying for the crimes of mankind ; the blood trickling from his 
wonnds ; in fine, as if he was really suffering before hinu" 
This short extract will be abundantly sofficient for onr present 
pQtpose. State the case in an undisguised manner ; be candid, 
and request a positive reply as to the fancU^ Should you, Mr. 
Bentley, doubt the yeracity or the ability of the gentleman 
whom you consult, for God's sake, do not miss the oj^rtnnity 
of making yourself acquainted witii the^^lf, but proceed im- 
mediately to the Rey. Gentlemen at the Catholic Chapel ; I dare 
pledge my honour that one or both of them will see you with 
pleasure, and give you eyery requisite information connected 
with the case. You can haye no rational motive to "call in 
question either their yeracity or their abili^ ; they must, it is 
natural to suf^se, be perfectly acquainted with the doctrine 
and discipline of the Religion they so successfully propagate ; 
it would argue a mark of profound scepticism to doubt their 
knowledge of what they are daily teaching. Be sincere in 
your inquiries ; seek the Truth with a single and an upright heart, 
and you will &id her. And if, after an impartial and diligent 
search, jxm should be so fortunate as to diseoyer the precious 
pearl, go and sell all that you have, and purchase it. And if, 
afler an impartial investigation, you find that your horrid as* 
sertions are not founded on /acis^ you then, as a Christian and 
gentleman, will have to retrace yoitfr stisps, and to acknowledge 
that yon were under a mistake, and of course, ask pardon of 
the public for the scandal yon have given. And here, Mr. 
Horace Bentley, I leave you for the present, and will resume 
the subject upon the receipt of your next letter. 

I ain. Sir, 
Your most obedient, hmnble Servant, 
B e , April 28th, 1827. W. L. 



[FnoM ran JouRVA^ ov May 24.] 



To the Editor of the Worcester JoumaL 
Sir, 

I HAD no expectation of being interrupted just yet by my 
friend W. L. : nor could I have conjecture, after his en- 
gagement to abstain from rq)ly till I had closed my impeach- 
ment, that he would burst upon me with so tremendous an 
explosion ai was exhibited in your last week's paper. I do 
not intend, however, to be detained from my main arg^ument, 
by this politic efibrt of my opponent, to decoy me into a reply 
to his insulting personalities. I have taken mgh ground, and 
pursued a serious argument. Had my opponent been capable 
of ibUowing me, he could not have penned has last splenetic 



55 

effusion. My way is BtiU deftr before me, and 1 shovld pror€ 
myself as pitiable a taetician as bimself, were 1 to mifier bis 
blustering criminations to draw me into that element of sterm 
and sulphur which appears alike congenial to bis temper and 
his theology. 

I had certainly no intention of throwing him into so sharp a 
purgatory as that from which his last letter was indited* He 
complains, indeed, bitterly of those ** devils** who have been, 
as he conceives, so constantly at my elbow. He doubtless means 
printers* devils. And sad devib yon are, bnt it is against all 
sorts of tyranny and imposture. Rome woold long since have 
put an end to your mischievous trade, had it been possible to 
do so by buiis and^ref • But your black an will neither boiw 
to her authority, nor retire before her ineantations. , Yon have 
done her more injury than all the angels that assisted St. 
Jerome have ever done her good.* But 1 intend not at present 
to run through all the dark and mysterious topics of ny op* 
ponenVs letter. I remember that 1 am dealing with Popery, 
and not wil^ W. L., and shall confine ray present notice ofhira 
to a single point-— which is, the numerical and mathematical 
exactness with which he has surveyed your^ typography. Ha 
is evidently a master in the science of mensuration, for he has 
been so profoundlv engrossed in calculating the number of 
words and types which your prtnlierj* ** devils'* have employed 
against him, as to have entirely overlooked the arguraenta 
which I have used from Popes, Councils, and Fatiiers. With the 
superficial in admeasurement, he is doubtless familiar enough, 
but as to the solid and supetficial in argument, why, he qmetly 
leaves all that to occupy the brains of such heathens and hiere- 
tics as Horace hea^oy. This method, however, of answering 
an opponent, is quite novel, and deserves public notoriety. 
W. L. would, doubtless, claim a )^eni for it, as for olSier his 
ingenious inTenttons^ if thcire were not some fear that his title 
to originality might-be disputed by a certain notable friend of 
his, who, after having been, for many years, the SinalUBeer 
Politician of the Mechanics of England, has, at last, beoonie 
Historiographer to the Pope. Poor W. L. ! yon might have 
known better than to borrow the workshop wit of William Ceb- 
bett ; and you migbt have learnt a better mode of replying to 
long arguments and learned authoritieB, *^ if you had been 
educated at the court of the grcfat Mogul,'* than by thus turn- 
ing plagiarist upon the greedy pillager of Tom Paine's bouesw 
Be assured that the readers of this Journal will know how to 
estimate your skill at counting letters, and calculating the 
square inches of ptuiters* work. Btt at the same time they 
must ' deem you more at home in the use of the '* foot-rule,*' 
than of the pen, and if 1 might presume to ofier to yon the 
advice which your present exigencies demand, and which yous 

• Query : was it not a Papist who first 4Qbbed, with the name <^ DwUs^ the 
iog«iiioiift laboorert in the typographic art i 
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day ; for my HoA is meat indeed, and my blood it drii^ in- 
deed."^^(Jobn vi. &0-M.) The Jews understood him iil^!«Uy^ 
as do the Papists ; and they Terily were more eonsiateMt, lor 
they most rationally inquired, ^* how can this man g^ive us his 
flesh to eat?'* ** They strove atnang themaelTes— and many of 
the disciples went back and walked no more witii him.*' They 
were not condemned for their reasonings— that was perfectly 
legitimate, but for putting a carnal construction upon Christ's 
words, which led to their open apostacy. They adopted a 
literal interpretation of a far stronger assertion than that made 
at the last supper, and upcm that carnal interpretation grounded 
and justified their infidelity**-which infidelity must haye been 
amply vindicated, had its basis been true-^lbr the infinence 
was rational and sound, that a literal eating of Christ's flesh 
and drinking of his blood, while he still remained, was an tm- 
p^ssibilky. There was no sin in the question, ** How can this 
man give us his flesh to eat ?" But the sin consisted in putting 
on the words of Christ an absurd and impious perversion, 
which inevitably led them to a total rejection both of Christ 
and his doctrine. And this is the natural result of transuh* 
stantiation, in a thinking and rational mind. If it could be 
believed that Revelation asserted it, it would tend directly to 
the rejection of Christianity. 

I must now despatch, in a very brief space, the second point 
I promised to prove in this letter, viz. that transubstantiatiott 
is not derived from the early Christian FlBithers. The word 
transii^stantiaiion was not invented till the 13tfa Century, and 
the idea of Christ's presence in the Sacrament, was not broached 
till the eighth Century. The first public recogpnition of it in 
the Romish Church did not take place till 1215, in the I^teran 
Council. Tertullian says ** this is my body, that is, the figure 
or image of my body." — (Adverse Mare* Lib, A.J Origen 
calls it *< The typical and symbolical body."—/'/* Meat, xr.J 
Cyprian says the blood of Christ is ** represented by the winob" 
— fEpist. eib.J St. Austin says, << Our Lord did n9t hesitata 
to say, this is my body, when he gave the sign of his hodf."'^ 
(Tom. 6, p. 187. Basil. 1596«y «< He commanded and deli- 
vered to the disciples the^gur^ of his body."— ^Tom.8,p.l6.y 
In another place he expressly refers to John vi. 53, ** Except 
ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man," &c. upon which he g^ves 
this gloss :— •** Ye must understand spiritually ivhat I have said 
nnto you ; ye are not to eat this body which ye see, and to 
drink that blood which shall be shed by those who shall erucily 
me. I have commanded a certain Sacrament to you, which» 
being spiritually understood, will give you life." About the 
fifth century, the sect of the Eutychians introduced a notion 
borderihip upon transuhstantiation, but Pope Gelasius wrote 
thus against them : ** Surely the Sacraments which we receive 
of the body and blood of our Lord, are a divine thing, so that 
by them we are made partakers of a divine nature, and yet it 



57 

after the grace of justification received^ the offence is so for- 
given to every fienit^it siniier, and guilt of eternal punishmeBt 
80 remoredy that Aete remains no guilt of temporal punish- 
ment to be sufiered, either in this, life, or the life to eome in 
purgatory, let him be accitrsed/' fSess. VI.) I shall not 
lengthen my autluHrities in illustration of this dogma, but refer 
those who wish to see a full statement, to the Famous Decree 
of the Council oi Trent, entitled,. Decretum de Purgatorio^ 
(Sess. XXY.) of the ninth and last as it was called, under 
Pius IV. . The substance of Catholic faith on this pointy is, in 
briefs that the souls of the righteous pass, at death, into a state 
oi mitigated^ ctfrreetive^ and UmUed suffering ; whence, after 
ft due purgation by fire^ they may be- relesMod, through ob- 
servances that may be performedfor them by survivors, or 
which iH'iests may be hired .to discharge at a set. price* In 
conformity with this. statement, 1 could bring forward docu- 
ments to prove that th^e exists. a Purgatotian Society in Dub- 
lin, which, by penn(y-a-wee|& subscriptions, proposes to lay 
up a fund for the benefit of the subscribers' souls when they 
go to purgatory— -or for the benefit of the sonls of their rela- 
tives and other friends there imprisoned. But 1 will not detain 
your readers by exposing the avaricious exactions of the crafty 
priesthood. For, it is plain enough that this Pnrgatorian So- 
ciety is only a new invention for draining the pockets of simple 
Catholics, to fill those of their clergy* I wtU advance Do the 
main argument. Let ns' briefiy examine the two passnges of 
Scripture to which the Douay Catechism refers, in support of 
purgatory* The first is Matt.xii.^2. A 'Sin \% spoken of 
which is never to be forgiven, and our Lord uses the phrase 
'* neither in this world, neither in the world to come." Upcm 
which these doughty doctors maintain, that there are therefore 
some sins at least, which are to be forgiven in the next world ; 
that,, as there is to be forgiveness after death, and that cannot 
be either in heaven or* hell, it must be in purgatory^ But we 
deny, in the first place, the inference, that Christ's words im- 
ply there are some sins to be forgiven in.tiie next world, which 
are not forgiven in this. Parrdon for all sins of. all sorts that 
ever can be forgiven, is now promised ; and the extent of that 
pardon can never be iqicreased. The inference of the Romish 
doctors is moreover founded on a misunderstanding of the 
phrases this world and the world to come* They are correla- 
tive, and, when set in contrt^stt generally signify the existing 
dispensation of Moses, and the coming, for about to come^J dis- 
pensation of Christ. The terms here used are those generally 
employed to designate the kingdom of the Messiah. But let 
us even suppose the phrases, world that now is and world to 
come, to signify time and eternity. The natural exposition of 
the words would be, that the sin in question can neither be 
fbrgiven while a man lives, nor at that judgment day which 
^nds the age of the world and begins the eternal state, and when 
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fernal regions, with all the devils in hell for his preceptors, ha 
conld not possibly have made a greater proficiency in the black 
art of misrepresentation, duplicity, rash judgment, and every 
species of calumny and slander. It is, Sir, mortifying and 
distressing to a Christian heart, to be under the necessity of 
accusing a fellow member in Society, of such unheard-of base 
conduct. But is that man entitled to respect who can unblush- 
ingly, and so barefacedly, impugn the known Truth, by declar- 
ing that more than three-fourths of the Christian world believe 
a mortal man to be God, or equal with God ? He has the ef- 
frontery to say, <*The Lateran Council, addressing Pope 
Julius 11. says, 'thou finally art another God on earth.'" 
*'Dr. Stapleton calls his Holiness the supreme Deity upon 
earth." **Pope Nicholas assumed the very title of God." 
** The Book published by order of Pope Gregory Xlli. contains 
Nicholas's logic : the Pope cannot be judged by man, because 
he is God." "The appellation of God on earth is a Dogma 
of their Church." " The Pope is owned by all the Church as 
Christ's Vicar and God's image.'* What blasphemous and 
irreligious language. It is inconceivable how any man, with- 
out the walls of a Lunatic Asylum, could be so base thus to 
stigmatize the Christian world. To stop to refute such impious 
slander, would be an insult to common sense : common sense 
revolts and sickens, hides its face and blushes, at the recital of 
such impious and damnable assertions. They can only be 
equalled by him, ** who goes about like a roaring lion, seeking 
whom he may devour." As for his logic, it is most contempti- 
ble. For H. B. to call upon W. L. to disprove his atrocious 
and blasphemous assertions against the Church of Christ, is 
unpardonable. The crimes he has accused the Popes of com- 
mitting, without a sha:dow of proof to substantiate the base 
accusations, deserves a much severer castigation than I feel 
inclined to inflict upon him.*— Horace Bentley, a Clergyman 
of , a Gentleman by profession, and living in or near 

one of the neatest, genteelest, and politest Cities in England, a 
Preacher of the Gospel of Christ Jesus, ** whose bond is union, 
whose law is love," to demean himsdf in such a manner as he 
has done in this controversy, deserves to be banished from 
civil society, as a disgrace to the Christian name and to the 
country he dwells in.^-Here I leave him until I see his next 
letter, April 21st, which, Mr. Editor, I have just received in 
your paper of the 26th inst. It contains upwards' of 2000 
words. The import of this long epistle, is to prove that Catho- 
lics worship images. It equals in scurrility and palpable mis- 
representations any of his former letters. He certainly is not 
the first polemic who has had the impudence to make the base 
accusation: it is a subject that has been a thousand times 
refuted. I have always considered it beneath the dignity of a 
Catholic to attempt the refutation of such base slanden Com- 
mon sense condemns it. Common sense tells Mr. Bentley, in 
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plain English, that the whole of his letftr, I mig^ht with pro- 
priety say letters, are notbriotisly composed of uofoittided, pal- 
pable, base :lies. It is said by some grave authors, that when 
St. Jerome was translating, and commenting upon, the sacred 
Scriptores, Angels have been seen at his elbow, as if guiding 
his pen ; and I have no doubt, that, when Horace Bentley was 
writing upon his imaginary Errors of Catholicity, Satan, or 
some of his Imps, were in close communication with him, 
guiding his pen and enlightening his philosophic mind* This 
letter, like his former, is an insult to all Cathotics, and all 
sensible Protestants. I pity the man who could condescend to 
stoop so low as to publish su^h a mass of infamous lies; no 
man possessing common sense can, fiMr a moment, give credit to 
them ; for my part, I think it tod degrading to attempt the 
confutation of such notorious, barefa<^ ^sities. To quote 
Scripture in attempting its refotation, would be as abanid as 
to quote Scripture to prove the existence of God. However, 
Mr. Bentley, to enable you to come to a just conclusion upon 
a question of such vital importance, I would seriously advise 
you, for your own sake, for the credit of vour cloth, for your 
own credit and responsibility, to ask the.nrst Catholic gentle- 
man yon should chance to meet, in Worcester . or elsewhere, 
whether your assertions, which I have selected from your vo^ 
luminous letters, are founded upon facts* Look him in the 
face, whoever he may be, and fearlessly, without blushingj. if 
you possibly can, ask him if you were correct in accusing the 
Universal Church of teaching doctrines so revolting to humai^ 
nature. To assist your memory, I will transcribe a few of the 
most lenient :—^*' It is the doctrine <tf this Church, and I sup^ 
pose will not be disputed, that the relics of Christ are to hav^ 
the same worship as Christ himself."— ** Thomas Aquinas 
teaches that all things that eame in contact wifli Christ are to 
be worshipped with the same worship as Christ himself.* '-r* 
** And of course, among these, the lips of Judas." And of 
course, the Ass that he rode upon. The lips of Judas more 
pure than the beart of Horace l^entley.. The Ass I would 
prefer to the rich Living of Horace Bentley. — ** The Church 
oi Rome teaches its deluded people to make Images of things 
that are, and thmgs that. ate not, of Divine, Human, Angelic, 
and Inanimate nature ; and to bow down their persons before 
them,<^-4o pray to them,-HUid to expect salvation from the 
stock of a tree." O! Shame, wl»ere is thy blush ?—'^ But 
Rome maintains the duty of worshipping Images and Idols on 
their own account."— *•*< In the ninth century, the impious Pon- 
ttfii of Rome decreed thai dead sinfal mortale should be object^ 
of wacship ; that they should be accounted mediators, ana r^T 
cttve the homage of the Universal Church, as if th^y were 
onnisoient and omnipresent*^' How different are th^ senti* 
nieirts, O Bentley, from C^aude^t, ajrencih Protestant Minister ; 
be saysi << I donbt not in the least that a member of the Roipail 
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fernal regions, with all the devils in hell for his preceptors, ha 
could not possibly have made a greater proficiency in the black 
art of misrepresentation, duplicity, rash judgment, and every. 
species of calumny and slander. It is, Sir, mortifying and 
distressing to a Christian heart, to be under the necessity of 
accusing a fellow member in Society, of such unheard-of base 
conduct. But is that man entitled to respect who can unblush- 
ingly, and so barefacedly, impugn the known Truth, by declar- 
ing that more than three-fourths of the Christian world believe 
a mortal man to be God, or equal with God ? He has the ef- 
frontery to say, <*The Lateran Council, addressing Pope 
Julius 11. says, 'thou finally art another God on earth.'" 
*'Dr. Stapleton calls his Holiness the supreme Deity upon 
earth." **Pope Nicholas assumed the very title of God." 
" The Book published by order of Pope Gregory XIll. contains 
Nicholas's logic : the Pope cannot be judged by man, because 
he is God." **The appellation of God on earth is a Dogma 
of their Church." " The Pope is owned by all the Church as 
Christ's Vicar and God's image." What blasphemous and 
irreligious language. It is inconceivable how any man, with- 
out the walls of a Lunatic Asylum, could be so base thus to 
stigmatize the Christian world. To stop to refute such impious 
slander, would be an insult to common sense : common sense 
revolts and sickens, hides its face and blushes, at the recital of 
such impious and damnable assertions. They can only be 
equalled by him, ** who goes about like a roaring lion, seeking 
whom he may devour." As for his logic, it is most contempti- 
ble. For H. B. to call upon W. L. to disprove his atrocious 
and blasphemous assertions against the Church of Christ, is 
unpardonable. The crimes he has accused the Popes of com- 
mitting, without a shadow of proof to substantiate the base 
accusations, deserves a much severer castigation than I feel 
inclined to inflict upon him.*— Horace Bentley, a Clergyman 
of , a Gentleman by profession, and living in or near 

one of the neatest, genteelest, and politest Cities in England, a 
Preacher of the Gospel of Christ Jesus, ** whose bond is union, 
whose law is love," to demean himsdf in such a manner as he 
has done in this controversy, deserves to be banished from 
civil society, as a disgrace to the Christian name and to the 
country he dwells in.*— Here I leave him until 1 see his next 
letter, April 21st, which, Mr. Editor, I have just received in 
your paper of the 26th inst. It contains upwards of 2000 
words. The import of this long epistle, is to prove that Catho- 
lics worship images. It equals in scurrility and palpable mis- 
representations any of his former letters. He certainly is not 
the first polemic who has had the impudence to make the base 
accusation: it is a subject that has been a thousand times 
refuted. I have always considered it beneath the dignity of a 
Catholic to attempt the refutation of such base slander. Com- 
mon sense condemns it. Common sense tells Mr. Bentley, in 
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plain EDglish, that the whole of his letf^r, I might with pror 
priety say letters, are notoriously composed of unfounded, pal-* 
pable, base lies. It is said by some grave authors; that when 
St. Jerome was translating, and commenting upon, the sacred 
Scriptures, Angels have been seen at his elbow, as if guiding 
his pen ; and I have no doubt, that, when Horace Bentley was 
writing upon his imaginary Errors of Catholicity, Satan, or 
some of his Imps, were in close communication with him, 
guiding his pen and enlightening his philosophic mind. This 
letter, like his former, is an insult to all CathoUcs, and all 
sensible Protestanttf. I pity the man who could condescend to 
stoop so low as to publish su^h a mass of infamous lies; no 
man possessing common sense can, fiMr a moment, give credit to 
them ; for my part, I think it tod degrading to attempt tho 
confutation of such notorious, bare&ced laities. To quoto 
Scriptiire in attempting its refutation, would be as absurd as 
to quote Scripture to prove the existence of God. However, 
Mr. Bentley, to enable you to come to a just conclusion upon 
a question of snch vital importance, I would seriously advise 
you, for your own sake, for the credit of vonr cloth, for your 
own credit and responsibflity, to ask the.nrst Catholic gentler 
man yon should chance to meet, in Worcester . or elsewhere, 
whether your assertions, which I have selected from your vo^ 
luminous letters, are founded upon facts* Look him in, the 
faee, whoever he may be, and fearlessly, without blushing,, if 
you possibly can, ask him if you were correct in accusing the 
Universal Church of teaching doctrines so revolting to humai^ 
nature. To assist your memory, I will transcribe a few of th^ 
most leident :—*-*' It is the doctrine of this Church, and I sup^ 
pose will not be disputed, that the relics of Christ are to hav^ 
the same worship as Christ himself." — ** Thomas Aquinas 
teaches that all things that.eame in contact with Christ are to 
be worshipped with the same worship as Christ himself.''-^' 
** And of course, among these, the lips of Judas.*' And of 
course, the Ass that he rode upon. The lips of Judas more 
pure than the beart of Horace ]^entley.. The Ass I would 
prefer to the rich Living of Horace Bentley.— ** The Church 
oi Rome teaches its deluded people to make Images of things 
that are, and thmgs that. am not, of Diviire, Human, Angelic, 
and Inanimate nature ; and to bow down their persons before 
tfaem,-*-4o pray to them,-Hmd to expect salvation from ^e 
sinck of a tree." O! Shamo, where is thy blush?— '^B«t 
Rome maintains the duty of worshipping Images and Idols on 
their own aecount."-^*^ In the ninth century, the impious Pon- 
ttfk of Rome decreed thai dead sinfal mortal^ should bQ obj^clif 
of wocship ; that they should be accounted mediators, and r^- 
ceiye the homage of the Universal Church, as if th^y ^era 
^mmisoient and omnipresent/' How diflbrent are thy senti- 
ments, O Betitley, from Claude's, aFrenoh Protestant Minister ; 
be saysi << I donbt uot in the least that a member of the Roipan 
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allowed by all Christians to exclude from the kingdom of hea- 
ven ; St. ratil teaches ih^s ^octrin^ ; indeed, .it is so opposite 
to the spirit of Christianity, that I never knew one who did not 
condemn it as a damnable sin. And you, Horace Bentley, in 
the plenitude of your munificence, and unbounded charity, and 
fraternal love, have the brazen face to accuse four-fifths of the 
Christian world, of being damnable Idolaters : yes, Mr. Editor, 
your correspondent has so much of the evil principle within 
hiiad, as to <ionsign four-fifths of the Christian world to hell, 
does 'not yotet inconsiderate rashness, Mr. Bentley, cause your 
l>lood to chill lAid run cold, and your whole frame to be in a 
t^te 'of perpetual agitation > But his presumption is still more 
eittensive, for be condemns even one of his own Saints, Martin 
lAither, and all his followers. '* The consubstantiation of the 
iAitheran Church (he says) iis scarcely a shade less absurd than 
the Popi^ docti^iie.'* And is not the doctrine of the real 
pr^efnce taught in the Church oif England ? Does not H. B. 
teat^ it, when he ks^ks this question ? '< What is the hiward 
part or thing (E^ignified ?"— A. ^*The Body and Blood of Christ, 
which iiTe verily and indeed taken, and received by the faith- 
fbl, in the Lord's supper." If the Body and Blood of Christ 
are iiot there, how can it be verily and indeed taken and re- 
*ceived ? Although H. B. were to make ten thousand quibbles, 
knd ten thotisand objections to Transubstantiation, the Sacrificle^ 
of the Mass, or call it by what name you please, the Catholic 
ti/hureh teaches nothing more in substance, than, that the Body 
%nA Blood of Christ kre verily and indeed taken, and received 
In the Holy Communion. There is only this difference, — the 
Catholic beiliefves 'Christ when he says, "This is my Body." 
-Hdrace Beiitl^y disbelieves the words of Christ, and says, "it 
Is 'not his Body.*' 'He wiH not believe that an omnipolent God 
'can execute more than he can <iomprehend. " The Body of 
^rist (he says) is not there ; I know it is not there, because 1 
^ntnnot see k, ciinnot feel it, cannot taste it." "My senses 
•(he says) are to be relied upon, before the omnipotent power of 
^od." " Every one (he exckkim&f) who believes this mystery, 
is a liar,^* This lie, and liar, is repeated many times in your 
'paper of the 8d inst. Thus he stigmatizes millions of ChHs- 
tians with the epithet of damnable idolaters, liars, and every 
species of ignorance, upon the presumption ths^ he is mote 
wise than fhe nMltionis now living, and the thousands of millioiis 
who have paid the debt of nature. 

It is not iny intentioh at presetit, to ehter fully into this 
ques(iOk»-^he snlnect of the Blessed Eucharist, so inconUty* 
vertably explained by OathoHc Divines, and in all our books 
•of devotion and instructions, renders it unnecessary ; but ais 
mkny Protestants, either from prejudice, or for fear of being 
convin^d of the truth, have an objection to look iMto Oatholie 
authors, I may, perhaps, ibr their information, say a few words 
upon the subject, before I conclude. With your leave, Mr. 
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plain English, that the whole of his Itit^r, I might with proi- 
prtety say letters, are notoriously composed of unfounded, pal« 
pable, base lies. It is said by some grave authors; that when 
St« Jerome was translating, and commenting upon, the sacred 
Scriptures, Angels have been seen at his elbow, as if guiding 
his pen ; and I have no doubt, that, when Horace Bentley was 
writing upon his imaginary Errors of Catholicity, Satan, or 
some of his Imps, were in close communication with him, 
guiding his pen and enlightening his philosophic muid« This 
letter, like his former, is an insult to all CathoUcs, and all 
sensible Protestantit. I pity the miLn who could condescend to 
stoop so low as to publish su^h a mass of infamous lies; no 
man possessing common sense can, for a moment, give credit to 
them ; for my part, I think it tod degrading .to attempt tho 
confutation of such notorious, barefaced falsities. To quoto 
Scripture in attemptiajg its refutation, would be as absurd . as 
to quote Scripture to prove the existence of God, How^yery 
Mr. Bentley, to enable yon to come to a just conclusion upon 
a question of such vital importance, I would seriously advisiB 
you, for your own sake, for the credit of your cloth, for your 
own credit and responsibility, to ask the. first Catholic gentler 
man you should chance to meet, in Worcester , or elsewhere, 
whether your assertions, which I have selected from your voy 
luminous letters, are founded upon facts* Look hjun in. the 
face, whoever he may be, and fearlessly, without blushing^, if 
you possibly can, ask him if you were correct in accusing the 
Universal Church of teaching doctrines so revolting to humai^ 
nature. To assist your memory* I will transcribe a few of the 
most lenient:— «-*' It is the doctrine of this Church, and I sup^ 
pose will not be disputed, that the relics of Christ are to have 
the same worship as Christ himself.*' — *< Thomas Aquinas 
teaches that all things that.oame in contact with Christ are to 
be worshipped with the same worship as Christ himself."-r^ 
** And of course, among these, the lips of Judas.** And of 
course, the Ass that he rode upon. The lips of Judas more 
pure than the heart of Horace ]^entley*. The Ass I would 
prefer io the rich Living of Horace Bentley.— ^* The Church 
of Rome teaches its deluded people to make Images of things 
that are, and things that, ate not, of Divine, Human, Angelic, 
and Inanimate nature ; and to bow down their persons before 
theoi,-*-4o pray to them,—- and to expect salvation from the 
stock of a treeJ* O! Shame, where is. thy bli|sh ?— ** B^t 
Rome maintains the duty of worshipping Images and Idols on 
their own aeeounC-^^^ In the ninth century, the impious Ponr 
tiff*^ of Rome decreed that dead sinfid mortale should be objecii? 
of wocship ; that they should be accounted me4iatDr8, and re- 
ceive the homage of the Universal Church, as if th^y. were 
OBBunisoient and ommpresent/* How different are thy seBti« 
meirts, O Betitley, from Claude^t, aFrench Protestant Minister ; 
he says, « I doabt not in Uie least that a member of the Roipa^ 
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private opinion of any particular Charch, but the pubHc doc'^ 
trine of the Universal Churchy -v^hich she received from the 
Apostlesy and the Apostles from Jesus Christ." Horace Bent- 
ley says it was the thirteenth century before it was a received 
doctrine in the Church. I leave you, Sir, and your readers, 
to draw your own conclusions, and say which is the most wor- 
thy of credit, Dr. Grabe or Dr. Bentley.— " I am to admit and 
maintain (says Prebendary Thomdyke) whatever appears^duly 
consequent to this Truths namely — that the elements so conse* 
crated are truly the Sacrifice of Christ upon the Cross^ in as 
much as the Body and Blood are contained in tiiem ; and the 
Sacrifice of the Cross being propitiatory and impetratory, it 
cannot be denied that the Eucharist, as it is the same Sacrifice 
upon the Cross, is also propitiatory and impetratory." Thi?, 
Sir, I recommend to H. B. as sound Catholic doctrine.-— In fine. 
Dr. Pocklington says, ** If there be no Christian Altar, there 
is no Christian Sacrifice. If there be no Christian Sacrifice, 
there is no Christian Priest. If there be no Christian Priest, 
then away with our Book of Ordination of Priest and Deacon." 
These quotations will be more than sufficient to demonstrate 
that Horace Bentley is unacquainted with the doctrine of his 
own Church, and that his assertions are unworthy of the least 
credit. He certainly will not condemn all these learned Pro- 
testants to hell, because they did not give their senses the pre- 
ference to the positive words of Christ. The opinion of H. B: 
on divine faith, and the Holy Scriptures, are completely at 
variance. Faith, as defined by him, is the evidence of the 
senses : as defined by St. Paul, *Ms the substance of things to 
be hoped for — ^the evidence of things not seen,^^ He will not 
believe, unless he can see, feel, and taste Christ, that he can 
by possibility exist in the Holy Eucharist. I have given the 
sentiments of several Protestant Divines upon this most im- 
portant question, and I could quote four times as many more, 
not only upon this, but upon every other controverted point of 
Catholic doctrine. — It may not prove exceptionable if I briefly 
state the motives Catholics have for their belief in the Sacred 
Mysteries : — First, they believe that Jesus Christ established a 
society, and endowed it with many supernatural privileges, 
promising it his divine assistance even until the end of time. 
The prominent features in this divine establishment are, In- 
fallibility,~-Indefectibility, — ^Universality,— and Apostolicity. 
These marks, and others of a similar nature, distinguish it 
from all other societies in the universe. Consequently Catho- 
lics believe that this society, or Church, cannot, by possibility, 
fall into error, nor teach an erroneous doctrine. We believe 
that to call in question any one tenet this Church teaches, would 
be to doubt the veracity of Jesus Christ. It teaches that Christ 
gives us, for our spiritual food, his own most precious Body 
and Blood, under the form and appearances of bread and wine ; 
this is called the Sacrifice of the Mass, the Sacrament of the 
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eeag0tli »ot to be the subslaBce or naturft of breaiA and widb; 
and certainly tlM» re$emhi(mce of Chrises body and bloo4 are 
celebrated in tlie action of the mysteries/'-^f Bt6/»oM. Pai, 
Tom. A.) What will Catholics say to this inf^ttible authority 
of a Pope against their dear absurdity of transubstantiation ? 
Here is a Pope condemning it, and yet the Church now cHr$et 
him that denies it. Delightful consistency of these successors 
ef St Peter ! Yet this is the Church that talks of always hold^ 
ing one iaith ! I leave these proofs and reasonings with those 
who have candour enough to weigh them, and courage enough 
to a'ssert their claim to reason and common sense, in defiance 
of a Priesthood which is demonstrated to be inconsistent, falli- 
ble, and ialse, by the sure word of the Holy Oracle,-^and 
reauiin, &c. HORACE BENTLEY. 



[FrDM TBS JOURVAL OF MaT 17.] 



Te the Editor of the Worcester JoumtU. 

Sir, 

IT must be in the recollection of jrou, and your readers, that 
the controversy between Horace Bentley and W. L. should 
have been confined within very narrow limits, namel3r'— does 
Ihe Catholic Church teach error ? H. B. undertook to prove 
tiiat she does. This simple question inchides the whole, and 
should have been the sole and whole substance, for his enlight- 
ened, comprehensive, and deep emdited mind, to have demon* 
strated. But how (!bes his sagacious and penetrating genius 
attempt to deduce conclusive proofs upon a question of such 
vital importance ? Why, Sir, be has written seven letters to 
you, containing not less than 16,000 words, covering a surface 
of ^1^ square inches, and no man, possessing common under- 
standing, can discover one sentence which has any reference to 
the point at issue. To reason witli him, is as vain and fruiliess 
as to attempt to empty the sea with a riddle. He excels in 
scnrriHt}^,' abuse, cahnnny and slander : in argument, deficient 
as the most illiterate clown. Were it not on account of some 
of your readers, who possibly may be perverted, or misled, by 
his scmhistry and palpable misrej^sentations, I would have 
treated the whole of his infamous ribaldiy with silent contempt. 
If he condescends to notice any thing I have stated, it is to 
misrepresent it. I have said, had he been educated at the 
Court of the Great Mogul, he might have known more of the 
Catholic Religion than he appears to know. I now really 
believe that ^ad he been educated in the university of the in- 
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ferna) regions, with all the devils in hell for his preceptors, ha 
could not possibly have made a greater proficiency in the black 
art of misrepresentation, duplicity, rash judgment, and every 
species of calumny and slander. It is, Sir, mortifying and 
distressing to a Christian heart, to be under the necessity of 
accusing a fellow member in Society, of such unheard-of base 
conduct. But is that man entitled to respect who can unblush- 
ingly, and so barefacedly, impugn the known Truth, by declar- 
ing that more than three-fourths of the Christian world believe 
a mortal man to be God, or equal with God ? He has the ef- 
frontery to say, ''The Lateran Council, addressing Pope 
Julius 11. says, 'thou finally art another God on earth.'" 
"Dr. Stapleton calls his Holiness the supreme Deity upon 
earth," "Pope Nicholas assumed the very title of Grod." 
" The Book published by order of Pope Gregory XIU. contains 
Nicholas's logic : the Pope cannot be judged by man, because 
he is God." "The appellation of God on earth is a Dogma 
of their Church." " The Pope is owned by all the Church as 
Christ's Vicar and God's image." What blasphemous and 
irreligious language. It is inconceivable how any man, with- 
out the walls of a Lunatic Asylum, could be so base thus to 
stigmatize the Christian world. To stop to refute such impious 
slander, would be an insult to common sense : common sense 
revolts and sickens, hides its face and blushes, at the recital of 
such impious and damnable assertions. They can only be 
equalled by him, " who goes about like a roaring lion, seeking 
whom he may devour." As for his logic, it is most contempti- 
ble. For H. B. to call upon W. L. to disprove his atrocious 
and blasphemous assertions against the Church of Christ, is 
unpardonable. The crimes he has accused the Popes of com- 
mitting, without a shadow of proof to substantiate the base 
accusations, deserves a much severer castigation than I feel 
inclined to inflict upon him.*— Horace Bentley, a Clergyman 
of , a Gentleman by profession, and living in or near 

one of the neatest, genteelest, and politest Cities in England, a 
Preacher of the Gospel of Christ Jesus, " whose bond is union, 
whose law is love," to demean himsdf in such a manner as he 
has done in this controversy, deserves to be banished from 
civil society, as a disgrace to the Christian name and to the 
country he dwells in.*— Here I leave him until I see his next 
letter, April 21st, which, Mr. Editor, I have just received in 
your paper of the 26th inst. It contains upwards of 2000 
words. The import of this long epistle, is to prove that Catho- 
lics worship images. It equals in scurrility and palpable mis- 
representations any of his former letters. He certainly is not 
the first polemic who has had the impudence to make the base 
accusation: it is a subject that has been a thousand times 
refuted. I have always considered it beneath the dignity of a 
Catholic to attempt the refutation of such base slander* Com- 
mon sense condemns it. Common sense tells Mr. Bentley, in 
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plain EDglish, that the whole of his lelftr, I tBAgbt with pro- 
piiety say letters, are notbrioosly con^osed of undToiaided, pal- 
pable, base lies* It is said by some grhwe authors, that when 
St. Jerome was translatiiig, and conunentiiig upon, the sacred 
Scriptores, Angels have been seen at his elbow» as if guiding 
his pen ; and I have no doubt, that, when Horace BenUey was 
writing upon his imaginary Errors of Catholicity, Satan, or 
some of his Imps, were in close communication with him, 
guiding his pen and enlightening bis philosophic muid. This 
letter, like, his former, is an insult to all Cathotics, and all 
sensible Protestantif. I pity the man who could condescend to 
stoop so low as to publish su4;h a mass of infiunous lies; no 
man possessing common sense can, finr a moment, give credit to 
them ; for my part, I think it too degrading to attempt die 
confutation of such notorious, bare&<^ £ibities* To quote 
Scripture in attmnptiBg its refutation, would be as absurd as 
to quote Scripture to proye the existence of God, Howerer, 
Mr. Behtley, to enable you to come to a just condusion upon 
a question of such yital importance, I would seriously adyise 
you, for your own sake, for the credit of your cloth, for your 
own credit and responsibflity, to ask the. first Catholic gentle- 
man yon should chance to meet, in Worcester . or elsewhere, 
whether your assertions, which I have selected from your vo- 
luminous letters, are founded upon Jhcts^ Look him in the 
face, whoever he may be, and fearlessly, without blushing,, if 
you possibly can, ask him if you were correct in accusing the 
Universal Church of teaching doctrines so revolting to huma^ 
nature. To assist your memory^ I will transcribe a few of the 
most lenient :—*-*' It is the doctrine of this Church, and I sup«> 
pose will not be disputed, that the relics of Christ are to hav^ 
the same worship as Christ himself.'*— ** Thomas Aquinas 
teaches that all things that came in contact with Christ are to 
be worshipped with the same worship as Christ him8elf."-rr 
** And of course, among these, the lips of Judas.*' And of 
course, the Ass that he rode upon. The ln>8 of Judas more 
pure than the beart of Horace Beotley*. The. Ass I would 
prefer to the rich Living of Horace Bentley.— ^* The Church 
of Rome teaches its deluded people to make Images of things 
that are, and things that. ate not, of Divine, Human, Angelic, 
and Inanimate nature ; and to bow down their persons before 
tliem,-*-4o pray to themy—- and to expect salvation from the 
slock of a tree.** O! Shame, where istfay blush?— *^ But 
Rome maintains the duty of worshipping Images and Idols on 
their own aecount."-^*^ In Uie ninth century, the impioi^s Pon- 
iMt4 of Rome decreed that dead sinfiid mortale should be obiecii? 
of wocehip; that they diould be accounted me4iator8, and r^ 
ceiye the homage of the Universal Church/ as .\{ th^y. were 
^NBUiisoient and omnipresent*^' How diflbrent are thy seuti* 
meirt^ O Beiitley, from Claude^ t, a.Freueh Protestant Minister ; 
be says, ** I doubt uot in the least that a member of the Roipail 
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day ; for my ttetb is meat indeed, and my blood it driak in- 
deed."-*- (John yi. 60-66.) The Jews understood htm lilerallj^ 
as do the Papists ; and thej Terilj were more conaiateaty lor 
they most rationally inquired, ** how can this man g^ve ns his 
flesh to eat ?'* ** They strove among thenaelves — mi many of 
the disciples went back and walked no more with him." They 
were not condemned for their reasonings— that was perfectly 
legitimate, but for putting a carnal constmction upon Christ's 
words, which led to their open apostacy. They adopted a 
literal interpretation of a far stronger assertion than that made 
at the last supper, and «pe«i that carnal inteipretation grounded 
and justified their infidelity— which infidelity must have been 
amply vindicated, bad its basts been truo-«lbr the inference 
was rational and sound, that a literal eating of Christ's fiesli 
and drinking of his blood, while he still remained, was an tw 
possibility. There was no sin in the question, ** How can this 
man give us his flesh to eat ?" But the sin consisted in putting 
on the words of Christ an absurd and inqnous perrersion, 
which inevitably led them to a total rejection both of Christ 
and his doctrine. And this is the natural result of transab* 
stantiation, in a thinking and rational mind. If it could be 
believed that Revelation asserted it, it would tend directly to 
the rejection of Christianity. 

I must now despatch, in a very brief space, the second point 
1 promised to prove in this letter, vis. that transnbstantiation 
is not derived from the early Christian Piathers. The word 
trasuubstantiaiion was not invented till the 18th Century, and 
the idea of Christ's presence in the Sacrament, was not broached 
till the eighth Century. The first public recognition of it in 
the Romish Church did not take place till 1216, in the Lateran 
Council. Tertullian says ** this is my body, that is, the figure 
or image of my body." — fAdvers. Mare. Ldb. 4.J Origen 
calls it ** The typical and sjrmbolical body."— //• itfo/f. xt.J 
Cyprian says the blood of Christ is ** represented by the wine.'* 
'^fEpist. 66.y St. Austin says, ^* Our Lord did n9t hesitata 
to say, this is my body, when he gave the sign of his hody,"^^ 
(Tom. 6, p. 187. Basil. 1696,^ '« He commanded and deli- 
vered to the disciples i^ figure of his body."— ^To».S,p.l6.y 
In another place he expressly refers to John vi. 68, **£zcept 
ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man," &c. upon which he gives 
this gloss :— ^* Ye must understand spiritually what I have said 
unto you ; ye are not to eat this body which ye see, and to 
drink that blood which shall be shed by those who shall cruciiy 
me. I have commanded a certain Sacrament to you, which^ 
being «ptriltia//y understood, will give you life." About the 
fifth century, the sect of the Eutychians introduced a notion 
bordering upon trasunbstantiaJticm^ but Pope Gelasius wrote 
thus against them : ** Surely the Sacraments which we receive 
of the body and blood of our Lord, are a divine thing, so that 
by them we are made partakers of a divine nature, and yet it 
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ceaseth »ot to be the snIisUBce or nature of breeid ami wine; 
and certainly tiM refemNmice of Christ's body and bloo4 are 
celebrated in tlie action of the iByeterioa."---»^Bt6^MiM. Pai^ 
Ttm. 4.y What will Catholics say to this inftiUible aiHbortty 
of a Pope against their dear absurdity of transubstantiation ? 
Here is a Pope condemning it, and yet the Church now cur$ei 
him that denies it. I>elightfttl consistency of these successors 
ef St. Peter ! Yet this is the Church that talks of always hold- 
ing one faith ! I leave these proofs and reasonings with diose 
who have candour enough to weigh them, and courage enough 
to assert their claim to reason and common sense, in defiance 
of a Priesthood which is demonstrated to be inconsistent, falli- 
ble, and false, by the sure word of the Holy Oracle,-— and 
renain, &c. HORACE BENTLEY. 



[From tbb Journal of Mat 1?.] 



n the Editor of the Worcester Journal. 

Sir, 

IT must be in the recollection of you, and your readers, that 
the controversy between Horace Bentley and W. L. should 
have been confined within very narrow limits, namel)^— does 
the Catholic Church teach error ? H. B. undertook to prove 
that she does. This simple question includes the whole, and 
should have been the sole and whole substance, for his enlight- 
ened, comprehensive, and deep emdited mind, to have demon- 
strated. But how ^es his sagacious and penetrating genius 
attempt to deduce conclusive proofs upon a question of such 
vital importance ? Why, Sir, be has written seven letters to 
you, containing not less than 16,000 words, covering a surface 
of 4B0 square inches, and no man, possessing common under- 
standing, can discover one sentence which has any reference to 
the point at issue. To reason wiHi him, is as vain and fruMess 
as to attempt to empty the sea with a riddle. He excels in 
scurrility^ abuse, cahnmiy and slander : in argument, deficient 
as the most illiterate clown. Were it not on account of some 
of your readers, who possibly may be perverted, or misled, by 
his scmhiatry and paq>able misrepresentations, I would have 
treated the whole of his infamous ribaldiy with silent contempt. 
If he condescends to notice any thing I have stated, it is to 
misrepresent it. I have said, had ho been educated at the 
Court of tlra Great Mogul, he might have known more of the 
Catholic Religion than he appears to know. I now really 
believe that bad he been educated in die university of the in* 
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fernal regions, with all the devils in hell for his preceptors, he 
could not possibly have made a greater proficiency in the black 
art of misrepresentation, duplicity, rash judgment, and every 
species of calumny and slander. It is. Sir, mortifying and 
distressing to a Christian heart, to be under the necessity of 
accusing a fellow member in Society, of such unheard-of base 
conduct. But is that man entitled to respect who can unblush- 
ingly, and so barefacedly, impugn the known Truth, by declar- 
ing that more than three-fourths of the Christian world believe 
a mortal man to be God, or equal with God ? He has the ef- 
frontery to say, *^The Lateran Council, addressing Pope 
Julius il. says, 'thou finally art another God on earth."* 
*'Dr. Stapleton calls his Holiness the supreme Deity upon 
earth." "Pope Nicholas assumed the very title of God." 
**The Book published by order of Pope Gregory XIIl. contains 
Nicholas's logic : the Pope cannot be judged by man, because 
he is God." "The appellation of God on earth is a Dogma 
of their Church." "The Pope is owned by all the Church as 
Christ's Vicar and God's image." What blasphemous and 
irreligious language. It is inconceivable how any man, with- 
out the walls of a Lunatic Asylum, could be so base thus to 
stigmatize the Christian world. To stop to refute such impious 
slander, would be an insult to common sense : common sense 
revolts and sickens, hides its face and blushes, at the recital of 
such impious and damnable assertions. They can only be 
equalled by him, " who goes about like a roaring lion, seeking 
whom he may devour." As for his logic, it is most contempti- 
ble. For H. B. to call upon W. L. to disprove his atrocious 
and blasphemous assertions against the Church of Christ, is 
unpardonable. The crimes he has accused the Popes of com- 
mitting, without a shadow of proof to substantiate the base 
accusations, deserves a much severer castigation than I feel 
inclined to inflict upon him.— Horace Bentley, a Clergyman 

of , a Gentleman by profession, and living in or near 

one of the neatest, genteelest, and politest Cities in England, a 
Preacher of the Gospel of Christ Jesus, " whose bond is union, 
whose law is love," to demean hims^ in such a manner as he 
has done in this controversy, deserves to be banished from 
civil society, as a disgrace to the Christian name and to the 
country he dwells in.— Here I leave him until I see his next 
letter, April 21st, which, Mr. Editor, I have just received in 
your paper of the 26th inst. It contains upwards of 2000 
words. The import of this long epistle, is to prove that Catho- 
lics worship images. It equals in scurrility and palpable mis- 
representations any of his former letters. He certainly is not 
the first polemic who has had the impudence to make the base 
accusation: it is a subject that has been a thousand times 
refuted* I have always considered it beneath the dignity of a 
Catholic to attempt the Refutation of such base slander. Com- 
mon sense condemns it Common sense tells Mr. Bentley, in 
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plain Eng^lishy that the whole of his letter, I might with pro?- 
priety say letters, are notoriously composed of undfounded, pal- 
pable, base lies. It is said by some grave authors^ that when 
St. Jerome was translating, and commenting upon, the sacred 
Scriptures, Angels have been seen at his elbow, as if guiding 
his pen; and I have no doubt, that, when Horace Bentley was 
writing upon his imaginary Errors of Catholicity, Satan« or 
some of his Imps, were in close communication with him, 
guiding his pen and enlightening his philosophic mijad. This 
letter, like, his former, is an insult to all CathoticSy and all 
sensible Protestants. I pity the man who could condescend to 
stoop so low as to publish 'su^rh a mass of infamous lies; no 
man possessing common sense can, for a moment, give credit to 
them ; for my part, I think it tod degrading to attempt th^ 
confutation of such notorious, barefaced falsities. To quote 
Scripture in attempting its refutation, would be as absurd as 
to quote Scripture to prove the existence of God. JBlow^ver, 
Mr. Bentley, to enable you to come to a just conclusion upon 
a question of such vital importance, I would seriously advise 
you, for your own sake, for the credit of your clodi, for your 
own credit and responsibility^ to ask the.nrst Catholic gentle^ 
man you should chance to meet, in Worcester . or elsewhere, 
whether your assertions, which I have selected from your vo- 
luminous letters, are founded upon facts. Look him in, the 
face, whoever he may be, and fearlessly, without blushing, if 
you possibly can^ ask him if you were correct in accusing the 
Universal Church of teaching doctrines so revolting to humai^ 
nature. To assist your memory* I will transcribo a few of th^ 
most lenient :— ^'* It is the doctrine of this Church, and I sup*- 
pose will not be disputed, that the relics of Christ are to hav^ 
the same worship as Christ himself."*— ** Thomas Aquinas 
teaches that all things that.eame in contact ¥dth Christ are to 
be worshipped with the same worship as Christ himself."-^ 
** And of course, among these, the lips of Judieus." And of 
course, the Ass that he rode upon. The lips of Judas more 
pure than the heart of Horace lientley.. The Ass 1 would 
prefer to the rich Living of Horace Bentley.— ^* The Church 
I of Rome teaches its deluded people to make Images of things 
that are, and things that. ate nott of Divine, Human, Angelic, 
and Inanimate nature ; and to bow down their persons before 
tliem,-i-4o pray to them,—- and to expect salvation from the 
stock of a tree*" O! Shamo, wliere is; thy blush ?—^,^ B«t 
Rome maintains the duty of worshipping Images and Idols on 
their own aeeount."-^*^ In the ninth century^ the impious Pour 
tXi of .Rome decreed thai deed sinfid mortals should be objecii? 
of wetship ; that they should be accounted me4iatDrSy and r^- 
cetye the homage of the Universal Chmrch» as .\{ th^y. lyere 
; oonisoient and omnij^resent/' How diffiarent are thy senti* 

meu^ O Betitley, from Claude^s, aFrench Protestant Minister ; 
he says, «< i doabt not in the least ttiat a momber of the Roipaik 
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the conduct Of my ai^nment. I would not flatter him, or his 
assUtanty if he has had one, with the compliment that these 
replies, though altered from their predecessors, are maieriallif 
improved. For aught I can perceive, mv opponent might just 
as well have continued to rave to the end or the chapter ; he would 
then have retained one advantage, which never attends him in 
argument^ that of being quite at home, — ^The principal portions 
of his concluding letters^ consist of dishonest attempts to cari- 
cature Protestantism into a resemblance to Popeiy. Hv in- 
sists', alter all, that we believe the very things we cond^n. 
Our Creed comes out monstrous indeed from his unnatural in- 
cubation — a Medusa*8 head of purgatorian snakes, and a dra^ 
g(m*8 tail of atheistical blasphemy. For, he ^nt essays to 
prove, forsooth, that we grant transHhsim^kUton^ jmrgatory^ 
prayers for the dead, &c. and then, at the end of his second 
letter, he shows, as he thinks, that, to be consistent, toe must 
be INFWBL8, His inference concerning us at the close, is the 
less surprising, after the sentiments he had attributed to us at 
Hie beginning. But if this famous egg, with the hatching of 
which he threatened us a fortnight since^ should prove odMed, 
and, when crushed, ofiend him by its corruptum ; or if it 
should appear, in clearer light, a serpent, and bile him ibr his 
pains, he has not me to thank. Finding, I suppose, that the 
attack of Protestantism was easier, or at least more adapted to 
his propensities, than the vindication of Popery, he threw 
away bis defensive weapons, and came forth against us a per^ 
feet Goliah, with **a spear like a weaver* s beam.** 

His letter dated the 24th May, may be reduced to the follow* 
ing analysis :— (1.) The introduction down to the striking me« 
taphor about glass eyes and throwing stones. This is a valuable 
passage, as explanatory of the two chief qnalities he has dis- 
played in this controversy-— ^uarre/^omeiMv^ and impeffsct 
viston ; — ^the former accounts for his propensity to throw stones, 
the latter for the badness of his aim, when he does throw them. 
The only points, however, in this aection, deserving particular 
notice, are, his confession of having spoken disrespectjully of 
his opponent, and his piteous tale about an anonymous letter 
which cost him fourpence. I, too, could tell of anonymoui 
LETTERS, threats, abuse, and a challenge— ;/rom Catholics: 
but 1 disdain to prejudice my opponent's ca^se by the mention 
of them. I have drawn oyer all these, the mantle of Christian 
forgiveness, and hope he will follow my example. 

(2.) The next section of bis reply contains, citations from 
eight authors, intended to prove my inconsistency in condemn- 
ing Transubstantiation. This argument. runs throi^h the three 
principal paragraphs of bis letter of May 24th. I shall now 
give it full and fair play. ' He alleges that these authors, ex- 
onerated Catholics from the crime of idolatry in the worship of 
the Mass, and, if his reasoning have auy bearing upon the sub- 
ject before us, it must show that they even favoured Transub- 
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^tanthttion ; for, after his citaticms, he adds, $l8 the areumen* 
turn ad hominem of the whole, — ^^' these quotaitwM will be more 
than sufficient to demonstrate thai H. B, is unacquMnied with 
the doctrine of his ovm Church,^* Now, after ekclodiog Lu- 
ther and Jurieu, let us admit that these premises are undeDia* 
ble, and that these diyines deHvered the opinion of the Church 
of England— would it prove that Rome was not in error, to 
prove that the Church of England agreed with it ? The thing 
for W. L, to show, is, that Transubstantiation is not contrary 
to the New Testament ;— and he shows that it is countenanced 
by certain writers of the Churdi of England. I tfamklam 
entitled here to write a non seqmtur. In the second place, the 
validity of his argument, short as it is of the object, depends 
on the premise8-*-that these opinions of Andrews, and others, 
are the opinions of the Church of England ; for it is to reprove 
me for my ignorance of the doctrines of diat Church, that he 
quotes them. He meant these favourers of transubstantiation 
to personate the Chutch of England. Was this duplicity, or 
base dishonesty ? The Church of England neither asks these 
six divines, nor W. L. nor H. B. to explain her doctrine upon 
the Eucharist : — 

** Transubstantiationj (or the change of the substance of 
bread and wine^J in the Supper of the Lordy cannot be proved 
btf holy writ; hut it is repugnant to the pkun words of Scrips 
ture^ overthroweth the nature of a sacrament^ and hath given 
occasion to many superstitions.'-^The Body of Christ is given^ 
takeuj and eaien^ in the Supper^ ONur afteh an heavenlv 
AND SPIRMTUAL MANNER.'^ '^Article XXV IIL of the Church 
of England, 

WhatifDrs. Andrews, Laud, and ten times as many, had 
said that Transubstantiation was true-^does this prove that the 
Church of England believes it ^ Could I not bring a thousand 
divines of the Church of England, who have written against it, 
for one that has favoured it ? indeed, W. L. you might have 
been engaged in a more honest emplo3rment, -than in thus de- 
faming the Church of England, by raking up a few of the in- 
consistencies of her sons. Besides, have you forgotten what 
you wrote of individual divines, in your Letter of April 5, 
published on the 12th. **Iwill just remind Mr, B, that nei^ 
ther St, Jerome, Leo XII, with the famous popish trnthor^ are 
the Church,^ ^ Indeed, W. L. it is as uncourteous, as impo- 
litic, to discredit an example which you mean to follow. You 
knew well enough that these said, authors, from whose writings 
you have cidled out, or some one, better read, has culled out 
for yon, a few questionable passages, are not the Church of 
England, You have taken the peccant part, and held it up as 
a type of the whole. You have been guilty of the wilful disio* 
genuity of putting the exception for the rule; and of concealing 
from yonr readers, that the induction by which you endeavour 
to quash my argument^ is as the unit to the myriad^ both of 

/ 
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the liTing^ and the dead Charch of Ei^and. But I have yet 
more to say to yoa. If you had as fairly, as you have ualairly, 
exhibited the opinions of the Church of England, the only 
principle upon which I have conducted this controyersy, wonM 
faaye remained. invidate. Tke Bibk^ the Bible on/y, u the 
Religum of Protestants. The Church of England appeals to 
the Bible, directs the reading and searching of the Scriptures, 
and professes «o if^aliibie judgmeMt. Let me remind yon that 
1 have coveted no other panoply than that which heaven has 
supplied in the Holy Shcriptures ; so thai you cannot reach me 
through the sides of human anHiors* Luther, Laud, and the 
rest, may all have been wrong, or tiiey may all have been 
right ; but 1 foUow him who commended the Bereans for search^ 
ing the Scriptures, to see '^ whether the thinga" told them 
** were so." This is a commendation which I fear yo» have 
not yet merited. Timothy had been taught the Holy Scrip* 
tures from his childhood, and Qurist bade the Jews to jenrcA, 
and research. But it seems those who do so, stand very little 
chance of gaining a red letter in your calendar. 

I have now defended the Cburdh of England from your mis* 
representation. I have defended myself firom your argwmemtmm 
mi AomineM, and now I will defend the Prelestant Divines 
whose names you have slandered by arranging them on tiw 
side of traneabstantiatiott. Had nee all these Protestant Bi- 
vines smhscribed the zxviiith Article of the Church of England, 
expressly framed to condemn trwisubstantiation f Then where 
is the honour or the honesly of bringing them tewavd to re- 
prove me, when they had all solemnly protested Aeir reprolnu 
tion of the monstrous doctrine ? How they reconciled the lan- 
guage you have quoted, with their own articles, I need not 
inquire. Whether they were quite so Amtipopish as their 
bre^ren, I care not ; we have their own tmqmal^ed disclaimer 
of transubstantiation, and that is quite sufficient to despoil 
your cause of the honour of their names, i dare venture to 
affirm, if the parties were in court to answer for themselves, 
(though I frankly confess they are a little too P<4>iBh fer me) 
that they would sdl be able to make out a better case of agne-» 
ment with the Church of England, than you have made of their 
agreement with the Church of Rome. 

(3.) The next section of his letter of May 24, conteias a com* 
fession of his faith. He says " Jesus Christ established a «o* 
tiety, and endowed it with many supernatural privileges,^ &c; 
-*** The pronmemt features w this ditine estabHshmemt, are 
snfidlibility^ indefeetibiUty^^* ke, ; ** these marks f and others of 
a similar nature, distinguish it,** kc. What these oAer marks 
of a similar nature to infeUibility and indefectibility can possi- 
Uy be, I cannot ima^ne, and thevefore do not intend to ooui* 
jecture ; but as they dsstingmsh it, of course they must be eonaHy 
prominent with injMlibility. We have not yet disceraea that 
prominent feature, ahd W. L. has not told ns where it resides. 
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tfaougfli he maintaiflB Htsa prarnvmnUfMure^ we rnuet Hmefore 
wait till we have better ejres to detect ptinmnenift^uresj or tiM 
the featares of Rome's in&llibilify become as ptmniaetit as those 
of St. Paul and St. Peter, for we can see tbeir's very clearfy, 
W. L. has told us, indeed, that Jesus Christ endfwed the Society 
of the Cfaiirch with infallibilitj, &c., bat he has been shy of 
nanmg when or where. If he had bat g^Ten as a copy of the 
charter, I dare say we could have discovered the broad seal of 
the King. His signet is not an om^tgictiy. But W« L. uses ne 
dcNmments, or texts, so I shall pass it over. 

He makef^a distinction, in reference to the Sacrament, be«> 
tween that gross body which the lews supposed Christ meant, 
and wbieb I represent the Catholics as eating, and that spirkwd 
body in which he says the Church believes. His metaphysics 
are far too subtle for me. All I can say, is, it is either flesh 
or Spirit. If it is Jiesh and bloody as Trent affirms, it is not 
Spirit, If it is a spiritual substance^ it is not^^A and bloods 
I know no distinction between gross and refined flesh. I sup* 
pose the body of our Saviour was as gross when he said ** This 
IS my body 9** as when it was nailed te the cross, and its side 
pierced. And I suppose, all through, it was not materially 
diflerent from ** flesh of our flesh, mid bone of our bone.^* Bat 
this distinction between spiritual body and real body, lias 
helped many a lame dog over a stile : I fear, however, notwith* 
standing iits help, W. L.'s argument will go on limping to its 
grave. 

The fourth and last principal topic of his letter is to be met 
with near the end. The cream of it is contained in the foUow-^ 
ing words :*^** H. B* vainly imagines he has gamed his poim 
by the several quotaiians he has made," ke. **not one of them^ 
nor all of th^ together, any authority against the living 
vorcB OF Ttts FAITHFUL.*'— *^ What an mbsmrd folly to fuote 
a few Dm AD witnesses against the authority of millions of lit* 
IH» one*." Surely his incivikty towards the dead, is as mhu 
eourteams ds it is wncaiholie. H has been the practice of all 
good Christians to give antiqufty and dead authors of renown^ 
especially those of very earl;^ ages, their due praise ; and no 
man of modsratloiv and civility,, and especially no Catholic^ 
should be goiky of expending all the frankineense of his adu^ 
ktion upoB the nostrils of the lining flaihMj while M antiquity^ 
just like a dead earcass, lies above ground, without the fragrancy 
of a due emibaliniDent, er ther covering of a decent shroud.-^Bttt 
W. L. wa» too ambitioas^ I suppose, of taking my advice, when 
i last psrtsd with him, to aim a blow at the basts of my argu^ 
mewtj mA so he thought he might at once set up the living 
voice of the faithflil^ against att my authorities; and thus, if 
thebrenA of the IWing couM not sweep away the dust of the 
dead^ the mnltitadinoas shout of the numy livings might at least 
cfarawn ther voices of the fern dead. What are a few to the 
mmyvdMvnsf And what are the dead to the living f Thus» 
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at one brief fonn of incantation, all the dead vanished ; and 
woith them all my syllogisms \ and there arose — ^first a lUtk 
voice, feeble and faint, from behind a bam door, and then it 
grew rougher and louder, like the noise of a thrashing machine^ 
till at last it swelled into mjrriads of human voices, but yet it 
kept rattling in discordant sounds which neither kept time nor 
tune : there was distinctly heard, however, every now and then, 
in a shrill scream — the living voice of the faithjul ; but then 
it sunk away again, and deceived the ear with a Babel dialect 
which gave '* no certain sound." And now, kind reader, you 
have heard W. L.'s drean^— *what do you think of it ? Here 
is all the dead Church of Rome, upon W. L.'s concession, 
against the living voice ! I introduced Trent's Decrees for 
every thing, supposing it had been one of the tenets, of their 
Church — semper eadem ; but, it seems, Trent is nothing ; Pt"> 
uses out of number, no matter how pious, no authority at all 
against the living voice of the faithful. Yet this comes from 
the same pen as wrote the 2d and 3d letters signed W. L. in 
which he licensed me to draw proofs from living or dead a«- 
thors ! ! But he has run a strange round since that day. I 
don*t mean to leave him, however, in the midst of the noisy 
rabble he has conjured up : I shall set him apart, and now the 
noise may be supposed to be gone out of his ears, H. B. must 
be heard. I have a few questions to put to you, W. L. before 
you go to sleep again under the sweet humming of ihose Hy- 
mettean bees which lately buzzed in myriads round your head. 
Pray, what is this living voice of the faithful f Has any body 
ever heard it since Trent was sUent ? What did it say, when 
it last spoke ? Were you the only individual that heard it > 
And as 1 have your own words for believing this voice Infidlu 
tie, Indefectihie, Apostolical, and all the rest, why did you not 
commit to writing what it said— or, if it is still speaking in 
such divine strains, why not tell us where, and how, it might 
be heard ? Really I begin to think it was only your own voice 
which deceived you, and that you will be obliged at last to re** 
cant your error of setting this living voice of yoursagainst that 
voice of Trent, whi^h has been speaking so loud and unequivo- 
cally in my letters ; for if you inquire of your best casuists^ 
you will find that no body in your Church has power to deter- 
mine any doctrine infallibly, but the Pope and Clergy in a 
General Council : so that, when there is a Council, ninety-'niue 
out of every hundred of the livn^ faithful are denied any 
voice at all, and at present, and for some few centuries fstst^ 
there has been no Council, and eonsequendy is now no livingi 
voice. Thus it appears that W. L. is not yet acquainted with 
the ver^ first elements of his own admired Popery, and is but 
a soi'disant Catholic, or some abortion of Protestantiani, that, 
not having vigour of mind oiough to reach the high road of 
truth, and keep it, designed to inake a shorter cnt by clapping 
on wings of infallibility, and catching the gale created by Ht^ 
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fayourable breath of the miliums of living voices, he thought 
to vault sublime over all my enthTmemic gulfs ; but, alas, his 
wings not being proof against the Sun, like another Icarus, he 
found them melt^ and so fell into the bogs which surround 
Rome, and where he will be obliged in future to keep company 
with the things that crawl and croak. And I don*t see, for 
my part, why he should not think himself in as good company 
as he deserves. 

• I have now noticed all the grand topics of his^r^f letter, but, 
before I dismiss it, I would just notice the following incidental 
matters : — (1.) He represents me as condemning to everlasting 
damnation, all Catholics — ^four-fifths, as he calls it, of Christen- 
dom. But I have judged no man. God will judge us all 
another day. I say, with St. Paul, ^* Let God be true, and 
every man a /tar." / have not presumed to award the measure 
of criminality chargeable against my Catholic brethren, for 
violating the second commandment ^ and then blotting it out 
from their decalogue — ^but as idolatry is a sin of which they are 
said to be guilty, nothing could look better, on, their part, than 
to inscribe this Commandment on the front of all their chapels 
and churches, and over a// images, and upon all crosses and 
chalices, &c. 

(2.) 1 have to charge W. L. with falsifying my words* He 
alleees that I have written as follows ;— *' Every Priest that 
declares this dogma true, is a liarm^^ I have written nothing 
which can be fairly construed iato such a charge. I have im- 
peached no man, and no class of men, with falsehood. My 
words, which I suppose W. L. meant to quote, are these: 
** Every sense that proves it to be bread and not fleshy wine and 
not hhod, proves the Popish Church, and every Priest that de^ 
clares this dogma true, a liar,*^ Of course I meant their oum 
senses to contradict them, and not my assertion. 

(3.) He says, ** Faith, as defined by him, is the evidence of the 
senses: as defined by St. Paul, is the mbstance of things hoped 
Jbr, the evidence of things not seen.** Now I have no where 
defined faith at all. He says again, **He must know how and 
WHICH WAY it can be effected,** (that is transubstantiation.) 
Instead of this, I have never intimated the slightest wish to 
pry into the modus. I only ask, a very reasonable request 
surely, to be certified of the.^t. Prove this, and I will ask 
no mof e. You say it is flesh and blood — but you admit that 
YOUR senses, as well as mine, attest it to be bread and wine, 
and there I leave it Transnbstantiation, then, wants the appeal 
which objects of sense have to the laws of sense-— and it wants 
the evidence which all objects of faith have in supernatural 
proof. So that it can neither be an object of faith nor sense* 

I nqw come to my friend's second letter. After a littiie ora- 
torical flourish about assert and prove, and a complinMmt to my 
caution, he refers to my feelings, and thinks they are awake at 
his ^eedom in presuming to place the old serpent, or one of hit 
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eompanionsy in conjnnctioii with me, &c. Whatever feelings 
hia presumption had awakened in this instance, as in others, 
I can assure him that among these, surprise was not one, either 
that he should display such /bmi/iart/y with the aid serpent — or 
that, since he could not send me to him — ^he should at least pre- 
tend to send him to me. — He imagines I have taken offence at 
the use he made of the^bof-ru/e, and refers me to the Bible, to 
illustrate its uses ; but as he forgot to name where the inspired 
writers apply foot-rules to measure arguments^ I shall still 
deem that the father of his wit was not the Angel that stood 
with the measuring rod in his handy but the author with whose 
writings I fear W. L. is more familiar than with his Bible. 
Instead of offence^ he may judge from my strain that I was ra- 
ther omiMea than angry. The wit about measuring and nicm- 
£mng' words, was too blunt to make me smart, and too stale to 
make any body laugh. He then tells us he does not regret any 
thing he has written. Possibly all his readers may not be so 
polite as to believe this * and those who do, may think that it 
sounds like a school-boy's whistle, when he is fearing a ghost, 
or smarting from a flagellation. Still I would not, against his 
will, accuse him of so tender a conscience, as to suppose, for 
instance, that he could repent, before conviction, even of utter- 
ing sbmder against the whole Church of England, and of bear- 
ing Jiilse witness against me, his neighbour. However, after 
conviction^ let us hope he will. He goes on, ** If I pay a man 
in his own coin, he certainly has no right to complain,** No, 
surely^ unless you deface and clip it. I paid you in your coin 
— cATHOtic AUT0ORITIES ; 1 defaced never a word, but 
ehallepged you to assay the metal, and verify the mintage, by 
a reference to your mint-masters, tibe Priests. My coin is the 
Holy Scriptures. But you have not paid me in that coin. You 
refuse, indeed, even to touch it, or look at it, unless it has the 
Pope's image and superscription stampt on, to the defacing of 
Jesus Christ's.— He next professes to give another quotation 
from my letters, but commits a gross blunder. He represents 
H. B. as 9Bym^9 ** but 0, fF, £. you (my rov refbrs tonhe 
Printers* iJevtls,) have done more injury to the cause you ad" 
vocate, than St, Jerome, with the Angels at his elbow, ever did 
it good,** and then adds, ** Really, Mr. S., T never thought I 
was of half the consequence you make me,** Now, whether 
this mistake was unintentional, or, as Pat would say, b mistake 
done for the purpose, I shall not inquire ; because, in the one 
case, I should have to accuse him of dishonesty, and, in the 
other, of ilHteracy. So I shall leave him to find out of which 
bf these fkults he is guilty. He next denies the charge of In- 
8ulti|i( perfenalittes. His denials will surprise no body. His 
blunders^ however^ may, after he has read this letter, surprise 
himself; especially when I remind him, that after denying tn- 
sulting personalities, in the very next sentence, as well as in the 
opening of his lettet offiayTS, he excepts his opponent. Why, 
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this is the very person you have insulted, and the only person 
you could insult. No other living individual has been intro- 
duced into the controversy. " He, my opponent, has scarcely 
written any thing eke but the most bartfaced falsities ever 
penned by man,^' &e. kc. Every statement, I have given in the 
words of Catholics of the highest name ; and every argiunent 
against those statements, I have given in the language of inspi- 
ration, and reasoned at length upon the proof, to the convic- 
tion of the parties. The charge of Idolatry, for instance, I 
have proved from Scripture, and their own books of devotion. 
I am met bv nothing but flat verbal contradiction — and am told 
to consult the Catholic Clergy, who, like W. L. of course, deny 
th^fact, but, like him, too, decline the argument. His letters 
and his Clergy's denials, are but " Stulta amukta quce contra^ 
versice collo appenduntur, ut armillce maleficarum,''* potent 
charms, if not to cure yet conjure down thfc charge of Idolatry. 
But they cannot so shake the millstone of the second command^ 
ment off their necks. They must untie the knot by Scripture 
proof, or get rid of it by timely repentance, and not cut it by 
their wooden broadsword of " not guilty, ^^ — for that will prove 
a sorry defence against the sword of the spirit. 

We are next entertained with a very long and very dull pa- 
rallel about an ignorant lawyer's clerk, pretending to know the 
laws better than the judges. — Such is H. B. for pretending to 
know the doctrines of Rome better than all the Bishops and 
Clergy in the universe. Really, W. L. you have so often inter- 
meddled with courts of law, that I begin to suspect you either 
have some legal measures in agitation against me, or else you 
must be the very lawyer's clerk you have pictured ; for you 
have a strange itching for courts of law ; and yet you have 
never once stumbled upon them, in any of your letters, without 
falling into mistakes which no one could commit that was not 
an ignorant clerk. The case is this between us. I have pre- 
tenoed to know nothing but what these clergy of your Church 
teach me, and have let them speak for themselves. 'I have not 
put one single word in their mouths. But you sav, '' these are 
of no value.'* * I know better than all these dead Councils, 
Popes, Fathers, Cardinals, and Saints, what is the opinion of 
the Holy Catholic Church.' Which of us two is the ignorant 
lawyer's clerk, that pretends to know the law better than all the 
Judges, 1 will not say — the reader may, if he pleases. — We are 
now advanced to his reply to my argument upon Purgatory, 
and this part of the controversy is soon disposed of. He says, 
" / have compared one text with another, (noble Berean !) and 
in particular those he has quoted, and the inference I have drawn 
from tliem, is exactly the reverse ofhis,^^ This is the neatest, if 
not the wittiest, thing he has written. It shows he understands 
the art of backing out of a difficulty. Let us see whereabouts he 
now stands. Two men go to Ipok at an object, and, having so 
done, one avers it is black, the other white. How is the dispute 
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to be settled > White says, I looked with mj owa eyes, and 
stood so that the sun might fairly shine upon it. — Aye, says 
Blacky .but I did not dare to look at it with my own eyes, I 
thought it would be presumption, so I borrowed neighbour 
Pope's spectacles, and turned my back to the sun, so as to pre* 
vent too much light from falling upon it. Viery well, says 
White, that explains our disagreement. I thought we should 
have agreed, if you had looked with your own eyes. True, 
perhaps we might, says Blacky but I shall never do that, be- 
cause neighbour Pope says, every body ought to use his spec- 
tacles. Very well, says White, do as you like, but I shall use 
my own eyes as long as they last, and when I turn blind, I may 
just as well own it, as put on neighbour Pope's spectacles. 
At all events, I will never let him put out my eyes, for the pur- 
pose of compelling me to use his spectacles. — After having got 
out of my purgatory, W. L. hobbles on at a brisker pace, and 
we next find him proving that protestants almost universally 
pray for the dead. Pro^ the jirst. They say, " God rest his 
souV* " God be merciful to him and forgive his *iiM." If you 
ask who is meant by the '* almost universally,** — I will tell you 
— some ignorant gossips that attend wakes fkudfunerals ; or old 
nurses, when they lay out the dead. But this is ex parte evi- 
dence, for 1, too, have heard the said gossips and nurses acjd, 
** he's gone to his last account.** " It's all over now." Weighty 
proofs of universal prayers for the dead ! Quite convincing ! 
Proof second. Bishop Forbes vindicates it. He might have 
saved himself the trouble of going back to King Charles's time, 
and as far north as Edinburgh, to find a protestant Bishop with 
a smatch of popery in his mouth. ^ Many of the Bishops of that 
day were but half weaned from the breasts of their mother ; and 
after they were taken away, they often kept smacking their lips 
as if they still had the taste in their month. I could have saved 
W. L. this trouble. There was a protestant Bishop, 1 need not 
name him, who, only a few years ago, prayed for the departed 
soul of the Princess Charlotte ; but I don't read that the Bench 
of Bishops said Amen to his devotions. Some of the clergy, 1 
remember, shouted **TekeV* through the land; and others 
said — ^*show it us in the scriptures,** I say so too; and will 
say no more on this point. But proof the third : W. L. is rising 
now to the climax of his argument. ** The fact is, that the be- 
lief in a place of purification and praying for the dead, are 
coeval with Christianity,** That they might be, and yet no 
part of it. Every thing that was coevcS with Christianity, 
surely does not belong to it. I could trace these things to the 
Maccabees ; an4 this would clearly show that, as they preceded 
Christianity by so long a space, they certainly formed no 
part of it. 

He is quite alarmed at the idea of my separating between his 
creed and the Church's. I take the liberty now to assure him, 
1 have no wish to obtain a divorce for the parties, because I 
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think them very well matched. I only distinguished the words 
of Trent from those of W. L. and other English Catholics ; be- 
cause I know W. L. as well as the rest of them, are reluctant to 
own Trent, and yet are ashamed to disown it. They may have 
their choice, a choice which Burke would call ** a fond election 
of eyil ;'* if you disown Trent, you make shipwreck of faith and 
of gt)od Catholicism ; if you own it, you must skip a cargo that 
will inevitably sink your vessel. 

Dextrum Scylla latus, leevum implicata Chary bdis 

Obsidet. 
We are immediately entertained with a long borrowed panegy- 
ric, or satire, it is doubtful which, upon the Irish Priesthood. 
W. L. does not tell us who is the writer. It might be some one 
of their advocates in Parliament, or it might be one of their 
own Bishops, or it might be William Cobbett*8 mercenary pea; 
for the Irish Priesthood find patrons, without doubt not unwor- 
thy of them. ^* Dear men, they are so devout towards Gpod, and 
so devoted to the people's souls." Their eyes and hands are up 
to heaven, while their ears are close to the purgatorian money- 
box ; and the chink makes them run about as busy as sacking 
pigs — but notking else. Thus the kite soars aloft just like an 
eagle, as if she designed heaven, but her eye is steadily fixed on 
the prey below. We are at length arrived at that memorable 
passage, the Theridopylee df this contnoversy, which is to show 
the crowning piece of W. L.'s dialectics. This is the mine 
which is to reduce the boasted republic of Protestantism to a 
mere stagnant lake of infidelity. It is a great pity he left this 
to so late a period, for it stands little chance now of having just- 
ice done it, either by his performance or my response. I con- 
fess I have become, like some of your readers, rather impatient* 
W. L. reminds me of a French Ambassador, who, having 
determined to throw the Grand Signior into a fit of mirth, intro- 
duced his musicians : but they were so long tuning their 
fiddles, that the Signior lost all patience and would listen no 
longer, but drove Ambassador and musicians all out of his 
presence. But to return to this experimentum crucis. Every 
consistent Protestant must he an Ivfidel: for he cannot know 
that kis Bible is the word of God, but by the infallible testimony 
of Rome. Very well, I consent to his taking the Popish Bible 
—if you will, the Vulgate Latin* What then ? Why then he 
cannot know its meaning without the infallible Church. She 
proves the Bible inspired, and after she has done so, she alone 
can decide its meaning — ^it is utterly unintelligible without her 
interpretation. This is a fair and condensed view of W. L.'s 
chefd*ceuvre of reasoning. Very well. Let us admit that the 
way, and the only way, to decide the inspiration of the Scriptures, 
is to accept Rome's testimony. Then, which is the way to 
satisfy one's self of Rome's infallible testimony? That is 
proved by the Scripture, and W. L. will give chapter and verse 
for it— « The gates of hell skall not prevail against it.'' But 
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this 18 Mrs. Crab chiding her daughter for not going straight 
forward, while herself walked backward. 1 think the logicians 
call W» L.'s error, reatoning in a circle^ and it is much the same 
as begging tJie qu^tion* The Fabulists said that Atlas sup- 
ported the world — but, said the philosopher! who supports 
Atlas ? He stands on the back of a tortoise : but what does 
the tortoise stand on ? Aye, there's the rub of your Protestant- 
ism, Horace Bentley ; — ^you won't let one take a gentle nap over 
a bit of argument. No, my worthy friend, when you play, 
play ; when you fight, do it manfully. Let us have no sham 
fignts. Has her infallible highness given us an infallible text 
of the origindb^ for scholars? Has she given us an infallible 
translation, for the common people ? She does not pretend to 
it. Has she reduced all the faithful to one creed ? She does 
not pretend to it. There are Jansenists, and Thomists, and 
Molinists, and Benedictines, and Dominicans, and Jesuists, and 
tribes of others, whose contentions are more fierce, and diversi- 
ties of doctrine and discipline as wide as Calvinist and Armi- 
nian, Socinian and Trinitarian. The Church of Rome boasts of 
peace and unity : but it is a heterogeneous mass, identical in no 
qualities but those of corruption — ^as it is said bodies the most 
dissimilar do well enough to putrify together. We are always 
hearing about InihUiUUty and Apostolicity, but what has it 
done, except combine, in a bond of terror and darkness, a set 
of conspirators against the perfection and wisdom of the word 
of God, against the liberties and peace of mankind. Show us 
that the infallibility of Rome exists any where but on paper, 
and in the mouths of her slaves, and we subscribe. I care not 
where you begin, at Rome or at the Bible. Make Rome depend 
upon the Bible, and I prove her false : make the Bible depend 
on her, and 1 go a step further hack with you— prove Rome 
infallible. I can chace you round this ring from left to right— 
or right to left, which way you please, till you cry — " quarter." 
I defy you to escape, for it is your own circle. — Rome has less 
to do with the authentication of the Canon, than W. L. is aware. 
I could tell him of the testimony of other early Churches, who 
preceded Rome, as for instance those of Judea and Asia Minor, 
who stood for near three centuries independent of Rome ; and 
yet it is their testimony as witnesses, not their judgment as 
commentators, that Protestants admit. 1 could tell him of the 
testimony of apostates, heathen philosophers, and infidels, who 
admitted the genuineness of the Sacied Books, before even a 
Council had settled the Canon, and we esteem their testimony 
more valuable than that of any individual Christian Church, 
But the matter may soon be settled. W. L. believes the Old 
Testament : the Jews ^re the keepers, and claim to be the ex- 
positofs of it. W. L. admits their veracity, as depositaries uf 
Bera's Canon, but •disputes their comments as antichristian. 
Let him frame an answer to a Jew, and adopt a vindication of 
his Church for accepting the Jewish Canont and rejecting the 
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Jewish comments ; and he will then possess a Protestant* s an- 
swer to his reasoning about accepting Rome's testimony^ and 
rejecting her expogition. He might himself be a yery credible 
witness to a fact in a Court of Justice, but every body thinks he 
would be a venr sorry expositor of the law. 

I have now oone with W. L, ; but a word to you, my Catholic 
Brethren — men of reflection and candour. Do not be persuaded 
that your Heavenly Father, when he sent you a Bible, for 
bread, offered you a stone ; or for a fish, a serpent. Try it for 
yourselves. Adopt the prayer of David^ " Open thou mine 
eyes that I may hehold wondrous things out of thy law^^* and 
then you will have to say with that eminent saint, **Ihave more 
understanding, than all my teachers, for thy testimonies are 
my meditation.^ ^ — Ps. cxix. 99. And now, Mr. Editor, once 
more I thank you, and cry you *^ mercy" for this long vumming 
up, and beg to subscribe myself, stilL 

The Vizoi^d 

HORACE BENTLEY. 

June 9, 1827. 



